
This is a digital copy of a book that was preserved for generations on library shelves before it was carefully scanned by Google as part of a project 
to make the world's books discoverable online. 

It has survived long enough for the copyright to expire and the book to enter the public domain. A public domain book is one that was never subject 
to copyright or whose legal copyright term has expired. Whether a book is in the public domain may vary country to country. Public domain books 
are our gateways to the past, representing a wealth of history, culture and knowledge that's often difficult to discover. 

Marks, notations and other marginalia present in the original volume will appear in this file - a reminder of this book's long journey from the 
publisher to a library and finally to you. 

Usage guidelines 

Google is proud to partner with libraries to digitize public domain materials and make them widely accessible. Public domain books belong to the 
public and we are merely their custodians. Nevertheless, this work is expensive, so in order to keep providing this resource, we have taken steps to 
prevent abuse by commercial parties, including placing technical restrictions on automated querying. 

We also ask that you: 

+ Make non-commercial use of the files We designed Google Book Search for use by individuals, and we request that you use these files for 
personal, non-commercial purposes. 

+ Refrain from automated querying Do not send automated queries of any sort to Google's system: If you are conducting research on machine 
translation, optical character recognition or other areas where access to a large amount of text is helpful, please contact us. We encourage the 
use of public domain materials for these purposes and may be able to help. 

+ Maintain attribution The Google "watermark" you see on each file is essential for informing people about this project and helping them find 
additional materials through Google Book Search. Please do not remove it. 

+ Keep it legal Whatever your use, remember that you are responsible for ensuring that what you are doing is legal. Do not assume that just 
because we believe a book is in the public domain for users in the United States, that the work is also in the public domain for users in other 
countries. Whether a book is still in copyright varies from country to country, and we can't offer guidance on whether any specific use of 
any specific book is allowed. Please do not assume that a book's appearance in Google Book Search means it can be used in any manner 
anywhere in the world. Copyright infringement liability can be quite severe. 

About Google Book Search 

Google's mission is to organize the world's information and to make it universally accessible and useful. Google Book Search helps readers 
discover the world's books while helping authors and publishers reach new audiences. You can search through the full text of this book on the web 

at http : //books . google . com/| 



E. um u i/ 1 ) i 'X i I 



^arbart ffollrge Itbrarg 



j.Kt. rKj^-tVi_e<_ 



Complete Set Deposited 
In Ltttauer Center 

APR 16 " 1941 



-J 



Digitized by 



Google 



Digitized by 



Google 



Digitized by 



Google 



TENTH REPORT 



OF THE 



Board of State Tax Commissioners 



AND 



STATE BOARD OF ASSESSORS 



1917-1918 



BY AUTHORITY 



FORT WAYNE PRINTING COMPANY 

CONTRACTORS FOR MICHIGAN STATE PRINTING AND BINDING 

FORT WAYNE. INDIANA 

1919 



Digitized by 



Google 



"TIL 07 ILL.,/ 




Complete Set Deposited 

in Ltttauer Center 

APR 16 1941 



/ UBRARY \ 



Digitized by 



Google 



MEMBERS OF THE 

BOARD OP STATE TAX COMMISSIONERS 

and ex officio 

STATE BOARD OF ASSESSORS. 

Thomas D. Kearney, Chairman Ann Arbor 

Orlando P. Barnes Roscommon 

Cass R. Benton Northville 

Benjamin F. Burtlrss, Secretary. 



Digitized by 



Google 



Digitized by 



Google 



December 28, 1918. 

To the Honorable Albert E. Sleeper, Governor of the State of Michigan, 
Lansing, Michigan: 
Dear Sir — In compliance with the provisions of Section 151 of the Gen- 
eral Tax Law, as amended, we herewith submit to you a report covering 
the work of the Board of State Tax Commissioners and the State Board 
of Assessors for the years 1917 and 1918. 

Respectfully submitted, 

THOMAS D. KEARNEY, 
ORLANDO P. BARNES, 
CASS R. BENTON, 
Members of the Board of State Tax Commissioners. 
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ROLL OF HONOR. 

The following men, while in the employ of the Board of State Tax 
Commissioners, answered their country's call and are now in the mili- 
tary service of the United States : 

GLENN S. COLE. 
HARRY EASTON. 
JAY HARRIS. 
F. C. KNEIBUS. 
F. H. LOUD. 
R. A. McGINN. 
JERRY MONAGHAN. 
JAS. A. PERSON. 
P. H. SHERIDAN. 
C. W. TUOMY. 
PAUL H. VOGELER. 
RUSH H. WHITE. 
Z. E. WORDEN. 
F. J. ZGORSKI. 
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REPORT. 

The "Board of State Tax Commissioners," frequently spoken of as the 
"State Tax Commission," is the state board created to supervise assess- 
ments and assessing officers. 

"It shall be the duty of the Governor on the first day of Novem- 
ber nineteen hundred and five to appoint three resident free- 
holders of this State, who shall be duly qualified electors thereof, 
and who shall hereafter constitute a Board of State Tax Commis- 
sioners, with power and duties as prescribed under this Act, one 
of whom so appointed shall hold office until the first Wednesday 
in January nineteen hundred and nine, one of whom so appointed 
shall hold office until the first Wednesday in January nineteen 
hundred eleven, and one of whom so appointed shall hold office 
until the first Wednesday in January nineteen hundred thirteen, 
and until their successors shall have been appointed and shall 
have qualified. Thereafter the successors of each member of the 
Board of State Tax Commissioners shall be appointed by the 
Governor by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, and 
shall hold office for the term of six years and until their suc- 
cessors shall have been appointed and qualified.^' Section 145, 
General Tax Law. 

"Said Board shall elect a Secretary at a salary not to exceed 
#2,000 per annum, and a chief clerk at a salary not to 
exceed $1,800 per annum : Provided, That when any person shall 
have served as Secretary continuously for a period of four years 
the salary of said Secretary may be increased to an amount not 
exceeding $ 3,000. The persons so elected shall hold their offices 
during the pleasure of said Board." Section 146, General Tax 
Law. 

"In addition to the Secretary and Chief Clerk said Board may 
employ such other clerical assistance as may be necessary and 
required to perform the duties imposed upon it by this Act. 
* * * Provided, That said Board may employ such expert assist- 
ance as may from time to time be necessary and essential to a 
proper exercise of the powers and performance of the duties pre- 
scribed in this Act. The compensation of such expert assistance 
shall be "fixed by said Board at such an amount as shall be approved 
by the Board of State Auditors." Section 153, General Tax 
Law. 

"The members of the Board of State Tax Commissioners shall 
receive an annual salary of $3,500. The members of said Board 
shall also receive all expenses actually incurred in the perform- 
ance of official duties, all of which shall be allowed by the Board 
of State Auditors and paid from the general fund : Provided, 
however, That the members of said Board shall devote their entire 
time to the duties of their respective offices." Act No. 331, Public 
Acts of 1913. 
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The "State Board of Assessors" is the body created for the assessment 
and taxation of public service corporations contributing to the primary 
school interest fund of the State. 

"The Board of State Tax Commissioners created under the laws 
of this State, together with the Governor, shall ex-officio, consti- 
tute a State Board of Assessors, one of whom shall be elected chair- 
man of said Board. The Secretary of the Board of State Tax Com- 
missioners shall be ex-officio Secretary of the State Board of 
Assessors without extra compensation. In addition to the Secre- 
tary, said Board may employ such other clerical assistance as may 
be necessary and required to perform the duties imposed upon it 
by this Act: Provided further. That such Board may employ 
such other assistance as may be necessary, with the consent of 
the Governor and the Board of State Auditors." Section 1, Act 
No. 282 P. A. 1905, as amended. 

The Board of State Tax Commissioners and the State Board of Asses- 
sors, though nominally separate organizations established by different 
legislative acts, and exercising different functions, are practically one 
Board, co-operating with' and supplementing each other; and are the 
agencies through which the State works in the assessment and taxation 
of public utility corporations whose taxes go into the primary school 
fund of the State, and in maintaining "equality of burden" in the taxa- 
tion of the general properties of the State. 

The work of *these twin Boards, its character, extent and purpose, its 
influence upon general taxation, its effect upon the individual taxpayer, 
is less generally known, less correctly understood than the work of many 
other State Boards. There is lack of information on the part of many as 
to the theory and system of taxation in effect in Michigan, and the legis- 
lation enacted in connection therewith. There is also on the part of 
some taxpayers a feeling that the "Tax Commission" is an autocratic 
body roaming about the State, needlessly interfering with assessments 
and taxation. Because of these conditions, the Board of State Tax 
Commissioners deems it proper, as in the previous report, to preface the 
record of actual operations with a brief outline of the taxation system of 
Michigan, and the powers and duties of the Board of State Tax Commis- 
sioners in connection therewith. 
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TAXATION SYSTEM OF MICHIGAN. 

The fundamental principles of our taxation system as now established 
by constitutional provisions have, except as to the taxation of public 
utilities, been practically unchanged since Michigan became a State. 
The first five sections of Article 10 of the constitution embody these 
provisions : 

Section 1. "All subjects of taxation now contributing to the 
primary school interest fund under the present laws shall con- 
tinue to contribute to that fund, and all taxes from such subjects 
shall be first applied in paying the interest upon the primary 
school, university and other educational funds jin the order herein 
named, after which the surplus of such moneys shall be added to 
and become a part of the primary school interest fund." 

Sec. 2. "The Legislature shall provide by law for an annual tax 
sufficient with other resources to pay the estimated expenses of 
the State government, the interest on any State debt and such 
deficiency as may occur in the resources." 

Sec. 3. "The Legislature shall provide by law a uniform rule 
of taxation, except on property paying specific taxes, and taxes 
shall be levied on such property as shall be prescribed by law: 
Provided, that the Legislature shall provide by law a uniform 
rule of taxation for such property as shall be assessed by a State 
Board of Assessors, and the rate of taxation on such property shall 
be the rate which the State Board of Assessors shall ascertain and 
determine is the average rate levied upon other property upon 
which ad valorem taxes are assessed for state, county, township, 
school and municipal purposes." 

Sec. 4. "The Legislature may impose by law specific taxes, 
which shall be uniform upon the classes upon which they operate." 

Sec. 5. "The Legislature may provide by law for the- assess- 
ment at its true cash value by a State Board of Assessors, of 
which the Governor shall be ex-officio a member, of the property 
of corporations and the property by whomsoever owned, operated 
or conducted, engaged in the business of transporting passengers 
and freight, transporting property by express, operating any 
union station or depot, transmitting messages by telephone or tele- 
graph, loaning cars, operating refrigerator cars, fast freight line 
or other car lines and running or operating cars in any manner 
upon railroads, or engaged in any other public service business; 
and for the levy and collection of taxes thereof." 

In accordance with the provision that the Legislature shall determine 
what property shall be taxed, that body has in Section 1 of the General 
Tax Law declared, 

"All property, real and personal, within the jurisdiction of this 
State, not expressly exempt, shall be subject to taxation." 
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10 REPORT OF THE ^ 

With the exception of property belonging to the United States, the 
State of Michigan and that owned by a county, city or other municipal 
body and used for public purposes, property exempt by law from taxation 
is mainly that owned by corporations (not secret or fraternal) organized 
for educational, religious, benevolent or scentiftc purposes, and thus 
employed. There are a few statutory exemptions such as those granted 
to householders, mechanics, soldiers and soldiers' widows. The right to 
exempt, in whole or in part, the property of any person who, in the judg- 
ment of the Board of Review, is unable, by reason of poverty, to con- 
tribute to the support of government, is granted to the local Board of 
Review. 

The tendency in recent years, in the case of tangible property, has 
been towards substituting ad valorem for specific taxation, until at the 
present day practically the only tangible property specifically taxed is 
automobiles. In the case of intangible property, the tendency is the 
other way, as shown by the present method of taxing mortgages, bonds 
and other secured debts. 

In the administration of the general property tax, the assessntent of 
property has been devised, and is universally employed, as the instru- 
ment for distributing taxation among the individual taxpayers. It has 
no other function than that of distributing taxation, and is the only 
instrument employed for that purpose; the essential aim being not 
"value" as such, but the providing of a sure base for an equitable dis- 
tribution of taxes. 

Uniform and equitable assessments, and consequent "equality of bur- 
den" in taxation have been the aim of our law-makers since Michigan 
became a State. The framers of our constitution recognized, that for 
assessments to be uniform and equitable throughout the State, they must 
be made on a common basis, and to provide such basis of assessments 
they wrote into the constitution this paragraph : 

"All assessments hereafter authorized shall be upon property at 
its cash value." 

Uniform and equitable assessments throughout the State, however, are 
not necessarily secured by the use of this common basis of assessment, 
because assessing officers may honestly differ in their interpretation of 
the term "cash value" and methods of determining it. To prevent such a 
condition, and assure a common interpretation of "cash value," the Legis- 
lature placed in the General Tax Law this Section : 

"The term 'cash value,' wherever used in this Act, shall be held 
to mean the usual selling price at the place where the property to 
which the term is applied shall be at the time of the assessment, 
being the price that could be obtained therefor at private sale, 
and not at forced or auction sale." 

These fundamental requirements, enacted to insure uniform and 
equitable assessments, have been supplemented with carefully prepared 
machinery designed to still further safeguard equitable and uniform 
assessments : a supervisor elected to make the assessments ; a local board 
of review to correct errors in the supervisor's judgment and mistakes 
resulting from incorrect or scanty information ; a county board of review. 
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composed of the assessing officers of the county, to equalize between the 
assessing districts of the county ; a state board of equalization to act in 
the same capacity for the counties ; a state tax commission to supervise 
assessments and assessing officers. 

Severe penalties have been prescribed for Tax Commissioners and 
assessing and reviewing officers guilty of wilful acts resulting in unequal 
and unlawful assessments. 

"If any supervisor or assessing officer of any township or city 
shall wilfully assess any property at more or less than what he 
believes to be its true cash value he shall be guilty of a misde- 
meanor and on conviction thereof he shall be punished by impris- 
onment in the county jail not exceeding one year or by fine not 
exceeding f 300, at the discretion of the court." 

"If any board whose duty it is to review the assessment of an 
assessing officer, shall wilfully assess property at more or less than 
its true cash value, the members voting in favor of such act shall 
severally be guilty of a misdemeanor and on conviction thereof 
shall be punished by imprisonment in the county jail not exceed- 
ing six months or by fine not exceeding $300, at the discretion of 
the court." 

"If said board (State Board of Assessors) shall wilfully assess 
any property at more or less than what the members taking part in 
such assessment believe to be its true cash value, the members 
voting in favor of such assessment shall be guilty of a misde- 
meanor and on conviction thereof shall be punished by imprison- 
ment in the county jail not exceeding one year or a fine not 
exceeding ?5,000, at the discretion of the court." 

Condensed into a single paragraph : The taxation system of Michigan, 
for both state and local purposes, requires a general property tax levied 
upon all property assessed at its actual cash value, except such as is 
specifically taxed or assessed and taxed by the State Board of Assessors. 
The term "cash value" is synonomous with the selling price of the prop- 
erty assessed. This system must be thus administered by assessing and 
taxing officers, members of boards of review and representatives of the 
Board of State Tax Commissioners, regardless of the fact that property 
is not always a uniform measure of ability to pay taxes, that property 
varies greatly in its power to produce income with which to pay taxes, 
that property is not equally tangible and visible, and, therefore, equally 
capable of assessment at cash value without co-operation of the owner. 
An assessment of property located within the State liable to taxation 
must be made annually by the supervisors of the several townships and 
wards, or by some other assessing officer where provision is made for 
one. All general taxes are levied upon this annual assessment, but the 
apportionment of all, other than local taxes, to the assessing district is 
on the basis of equalized valuation, not assessed valuation. All rail- 
road, telegraph, telephone and other public utility corporations of the 
classes contributing to the primary school interest fund of the State at 
the time of the adoption of the new constitution in 1909 continue to so 
contribute and are annually assessed at cash value by the State Board 
of Assessors, and taxed by .them at the average rate paid by the general 
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properties of the State. The Legislature can at any time exempt prop- 
erty from taxation. It can require the taxation of property that has 
been previously exempted. It can substitute specific taxes for ad valorem 
taxes and vice versa. It cannot, without firnt amending the consti- 
tution, substitute an income tax for present methods of taxing intangible 
property, or authorize the assessment of property subject to the general 
property tax on any other basis than cash value, or the classification of 
property subject to* the general property tax and the application of dif- 
ferent rates of taxation to different classes of property, or interfere with 
the assessment at cash value of public utility corporations paying taxes 
into the primary school fund, and the taxation of such corporations at 
the average rate of the general property tax for the entire State. 
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POWERS AND DUTIES OF THE BOARD OF STATE TAX 
COMMISSIONERS. 

The powers and duties of the Board of State Tax Commissioners and 
State Board of Assessors may be grouped as follows : 

First : Those performed as a "State Board of Assessors," assess- 
ing and taxing railroad and other corporations paying taxes into 
the primary school fund. 

Second: Those that relate to supervising and advising assess- 
ing officers and to investigating and correcting inequalities and 
errors in assessments. 

Third : Those that relate to State and county equalization. 

DUTIES AS A STATE BOARD OP ASSESSORS. 

When the Legislature decreed that the property of certain public service 
corporations, then paying specific taxes, should thereafter be assessed on 
the ad valorem basis and taxed at the average rate of taxation of the 
general properties of the State, they placed these duties upon the Board 
of State Tax Commissioners by making them, together with the Governor, 
constitute the State Board of Assessors. We quote several sections from 
the statute governing the assessment of public utilities to indicate the 
extent and importance of these duties, and to call attention to recent 
changes in the statute : 

Sec. 4. "It shall be the duty of said board (State Board of 
Assessors) to make an annual assessment roll, to be prepared by 
said Board, of the property, by whomsoever owned, operated or 
conducted, and having a situs in this State as hereinafter denned, 
of railroad companies, union station and depot companies, tele- 
\ graph companies, telephone companies, stock car companies, refrig- 
J era tor car companies, and fast freight line companies, and all other 
companies owning, leasing, running or operating any freight, stock, 
refrigerator, or any other cars not being exclusively the property of 
any railroad company paying taxes upon its rolling stock under the 
provisions of this Act, over or upon the line or lines of railroad or 
railroads in this State: Provided, That the property of telegraph 
and telephone companies whose gross receipts in this State for the 
year ending December 81st do not exceed $500 shall be exempted 
from taxation." 

. Sec. 6. "The several corporations, persons, co-partnerships, com- 

panies and associations whose property is subject to assessment 
and taxation under the provisions of this Act shall, annually, 
between the first day of January and the fifteenth day of February 
in each year, under oath of the president, secretary, superintendent, 
or chief officer of such corporation, company or association, or 
of the person or persons owning such property, make and file with 

' the State Board of Assessoi-s, in such form as said Board may pro- 
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vide, upon blanks to be furnished by said Board, a statement 
containing the following facts:" * * * (the facts required to 
be furnished, in addition to those relating to the organization of 
the company and nature of its business, include in each case detail 
statements of the real estate owned by the company in Michigan 
and elsewhere, separately scheduled, together with the location and 
value of the same; a detail statement of the personal property, 
including moneys and credits, owned by the company in Michigan 
and elsewhere on the thirty-first day of December next preceding, 
separately scheduled, where situate and the value of the same; a 
statement of the financial operations of the company sufficiently 
complete to be in fact a financial history of the company for the 
year ending December 31st ; such other and additional information 
as may be deemed necessary by said Board for the proper perform- 
ance of its duties). 

Sec. 9. "Subsequent to the filing of the reports required in 
the preceding section, and prior to the fifteenth day of April in 
each year, it shall be the duty of the State Board of Assessors to 
Y\ prepare an assessment roll as provided in Section 4 of this Act, 
' upon which they shall assess, at the true cash value on the thirty- 
first day of December next preceding the time of making such 
assessment, all the properties of the companies herein enumerated, 
subject to taxation under this Act, which said assessments shall 
not be final until reviewed as hereinafter provided." 

Sec. 11. "On the third Monday of April in each year, it shall 
be the duty of the State Board of Assessors to meet at its offices in 
the city of Lansing, and to continue in session from day to day 
^ for so long a period as may be necessary not later than the tenth 
day of May thereafter, for the purpose of reviewing said assess- 
ment roll and any company or person interested shall have the 
right to appear during said period and be heard as to the valuation 
of the property of any company, and said Board of Assessors may, 
on such application or on its own motion, correct the assessment or 
valuation of the property of such company, in such manner as 
will, in its judgment, make the valuation thereof just and equal." 

Sec. 12. "It shall be the duty of the county clerk in each county 
in this State, as soon as possible after the equalization of the board 
of supervisors of his county of the assessment rolls of the several 
municipalities therein, and not later than the first day of December 
in each year to make a report, duly certified, to the State Board of 
Assessors, upon a form to be provided by said Board, of the amount 
of ad valojem taxes to be raised in the several municipalities of 
such county, for"State, county, municipal, township, school and 
other purposes, also a statement of the aggregate valuation of 
the property in each of saidTJSveral municipalities, as taken from 
the assessment rolls of said municipalities, for the year in which 
such equalization is made, and the equalized valuation of each 
such municipality. It shall be the duty of the supervisor or other 
assessing officer of each township, city and village in this State to 
make, within the time above limited, a report to the State Board of 
Assessors, upon a form to be provided by said Board, of all ad 
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valorem taxes raised in his assessing district for the current year, 
and of the assessed valuation of real estate and personal property 
upon which such taxes are levied." 

Sec. 13. "It shall be the duty of the said State Board of Assess- 
ors, not later than the fifteenth day of February in each year, from 
the information contained in the reports, provided for in Section 12 
v , of this Act, to ascertain and determine the average rate of taxation 
for the year in which such reports are required to be made, levied 
upon other property upon which ad valorem taxes are assessed 
for State, county, township, school and municipal purposes, and 
enter the same upon its records forthwith, together with the 
method by which such average rate was obtained and determined." 

Sec. 14. "Said Board (State Board of Assessors) shall tax the 
property of the several companies as assessed by it at the rate as 
determined by it, and the amount of tax to be paid by each of the 
several companies shall be extended upon said roll, opposite the 
description of their respective properties. After the completion of 
said roll, and prior to the twentieth day of May in each year, the 
said Board shall attach thereto a 'certificate signed by the members 
of the Board, or a majority thereof (the certificate is to the effect 
that in the above assessment roll all the property of various utility 
corporations liable to assessment and taxation has been estimated 
at what is believed its true cash value and that taxes have been 
assessed thereon at the average rate) and the said roll shall there- 
upon be forthwith delivered to the Auditor General, who shall 
immediately notify by registered mail the several companies taxed 
thereon to pay the taxes extended thereon to the State Treasurer." 

The fundamental principle underlying our assessment system is that 
all property not specifically taxed or by law exempt shall be assessed at 
its true "cash value," and that "cash value" is identical with the usual 
selling price of property. Public utilities, however, are rarely bought 
and sold and, therefore, other methods must be employed for the purpose 
of determining their "cash value." The basis of the method made use 
of by the State Board of Assessors is an appraisal of the physical prop- 
erty. Such appraisals, are on file in the office of the State Board of 
Assessors. They have on several occasions been entirely revised. Exami- 
nation and appraisal of the physical property of corporations assessed 
are going on continuously, especially of new construction work. But 
complete revisions of physical appraisals cannot be made every year. 
Moreover, considered alone, such appraisals determine the reproductive 
"cost," not the "cash value" of a property. To determine present "cash 
value," and especially annual change in value, it is necessary to consider 
in connection with the physical appraisal, the financial results of oper- 
ating the property, and for that purpose annual reports giving practically 
a complete financial history for the year, are required from every cor- 
poration, great or small, of the classes named in the Act. The State 
Board of Assessors, in the performance of the task of annually reviewing 
the valuation of public utility corporations must compile, analyze and 
compare with preceding reports, item by item, every one of those annual 
reports. For the 1917 assessment, completed in March 1918, reports 
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were received from 1,309 corporations and assessments were levied 
against 446, but the reports of the entire 1,309 had to be compiled and 
compared and the fact determined whether or not their gross receipts 
were sufficient to make them subject to assessment and taxation. Every 
corporation assessed had the right to appear before the State Board of 
Assessors and be heard in regard to the merits of the assessment, and 
nearly every large corporation appeared. 

The assessment of public utility corporations completed, a tax must 
be levied upon that assessment at the average rate of taxation paid by 
the general properties of the State, and this average rate must be deter- 
mined by the State Board of Assessors. The average rate is the quotient 
obtained by dividing the total of taxes levied on general property in the 
State, by the total assessment of the same, excluding assessments and 
taxes for special improvements. To obtain this rate it is absolutely 
necessary that both the total assessment, and the total of taxes levied in 
each assessing district of the State, be, prior to a certain date, correctly 
reported to the State Board of Assessors, and the total of all assessments 
and the total of all taxes correctly computed and the division made by 
the Board. For this purpose specially prepared blanks are required to 
be filled out by every assessing officer and returned to the office of the 
State Board of Assessors. An error in any one of the 1,500 reports, 
whether in the clerical work or in the mathematical computations, might 
invalidate the entire tax levy upon the public service corporations ; there- 
fore, to insure absolute accuracy, every assessing officer's report must be 
verified from independent sources, and as a basis for such verification, 
the county clerks of the State are called upon to furnish from their 
records a copy of assessments and taxation as reported to them for every 
district in their respective counties. In the office of the State Board of 
Assessors, the reports of the supervisors and the reports of the county 
clerks are checked and compared, item by item, before the average rate 
is computed. The average rate determined, the State Board of Assessors 
taxes the property of the various public utility corporations as assessed 
by it at the rate determined by it and, attaching to the roll thus com- 
pleted a certificate signed by the Board or a majority thereof, delivers 
it to the Auditor General for collection. 

The amount of labor required and accuracy necessary in connection 
with the assessment of public utility corporations is little understood by 
the general public. For some years past the determining of the tentative 
assessment, the hearing of appeals therefrom, the making of the final 
determination as to the assessment, the computing of the average rate 
of taxation and the spreading of the tax has occupied approximately 
eight weeks of the time of the Commissioners, and much more of the 
time of the Secretary and office force. 

The assessment of public service corporations is sometimes questioned 
through confusing cash value and reproductive cost. We- call attention 
to the fact that the principle running through all assessments under the 
Michigan law is, "what will the property sell for" — not "what will it 
cost to reproduce." In all assessment problems, cost and value are not 
necessarily the same. It would cost a large sum to reproduce the Kal- 
kaska branch of the Pere Marquette Railroad, but the company has been 
given permission to tear it up because of having no actual value other 
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than the salvage value of the rails. The Traverse City, Leelanau & 
Manistique Railroad cost a million dollars or more, but the owners have 
abandoned it and the State is studying how it may be kept in operation 
for the benefit of the people of Leelanau county. Many similar situations 
could be mentioned. Such facts should l>e in mind when considering 
assessments of public utility corporations. It is the belief of the State 
Board of Assessors that public service corporations are now assessed at 
their true cash value under the statute. 

Questions are sometimes asked as to the correctness of the reports 
made by public service corporations. The present State Board of Assess- 
ors has never had reason to question any such report, and the fact that 
adoption of the Interstate Commerce Commission's uniform system of 
accounts is now required of all public utility corporations, insures uni- 
formity and reliability for the future. A still greater safeguard of 
absolute accuracy in these reports is the changing of the term to be 
covered by such reports, and the date on which they must be made. By 
making the period covered by reports to the Michigan State Board of 
Assessors coincide with the period for which reports are made to the 
Interstate Commerce Commission the two reports are identical as to 
information furnished both commissions, and as the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission carefully checks reports to it, the State Board of 
Assessors, having the same reports in part, can rest assured they, are 
correct. 

The following table will show the total assessed valuation of all public 
utilities paying taxes into the primary school fund and the total amount 
of such taxes, by years beginning with 1912 : 

Assessed Valuation. Taxes. 

1912 : 1238,867,225 14,969,141.88 

1913 243,229,400 5,243,669.86 

1914 249,288,900 4,580,413.60 

1915 253,041,200 5,165,867.32 

1916 271,451,500 4,628,720.91 

1917 277,453,400 5,071,329.40 

1918 Will not be determined until April, 1919. 

MORTGAGE TAX ADJUSTMENTS. 

The Board of State Tax Commissioners directly determine taxation in 
certain cases that arise under the so-called mortgage tax law. When 
the property included in any mortgage presented for record is located 
part within and part without the state, the Board of State Tax Commis- 
sioners must determine the proportion of the property within the State 
of Michigan, and compute the amount of mortgage tax to be paid on 
account of the Michigan property, and report the same to the treasurer 
of the county where first presented for record. The following table gives 
the total results of the work of the State Tax Commission under this 
particular section of the mortgage tax law, for the past two years : 

Total of Bonds Bonds Portion Taxable 

Authorized. Issued. in Michigan. Tax. 

1917 1127,046,000 $83,700,000 $4,230,962 $21,153.50 

1918 106,250,000 14,250,000 6,019,957 30,100.00 

_ $233,296,000 $97,950,000 $10,250,919 $51,253.50 
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MINING ASSESSMENTS. 

The Board of State Tax Commissioners annually reviews the assess- 
ment of iron mining properties, thus extending a closer supervision over 
that class of property than over any other class except public utilities. 
The reason for this is that, while the fluctuation in the total value of 
all iron mining properties in the State may be small, there may be at the 
same time enormous fluctuations in the value of individual properties. 
The value of every mine is in the ore it contains. A shipping mine is 
a diminishing asset, decreasing annually in value according as ore is 
shipped, eventually reaching zero. Exploration and development, how- 
ever, are continually going on and frequently disclose ore bodies not 
previously known both in existing mines and in undeveloped territory. 
The extent and richness of these new ore bodies must be determined by 
a competent mining engineer and the value computed for assessment pur- 
poses. The grade and quality of ore are subject to frequent change, as 
also are the trade conditions of the iron and steel industry upon which 
depends to a large extent the value of iron ore as the raw material of 
such industries. The mining industry also, in assessing districts in 
which located, generally overshadows all others in importance, often 
exceeding in amount the combined value of all other property. The 
population in such districts is, to a large extent, directly or indirectly, 
dependent on the mining industry for support, thus making possible to a 
greater degree than elsewhere ]>olitical and economic control of local 
public affairs, including assessment and taxation. Local assessing offi- 
cers, also, are not always competent through experience or education to 
properly apply scientific principles of mining valuations. Because of 
these reasons the Board of State Tax Commissioners has, since 1912, 
annually reviewed the assessment of iron mining properties. 

The method of assessing mining property, which has come to be known 
as the "Michigan System of Mine Appraisal," and which has been adopted 
in whole or in part by other States, is an outgrowth of the method made 
use of by Mining Engineer J. R. Finlay, in 1911, in his work for the 
State, modified in its application by State Geologist R. C. Allen, appraiser 
of mines for the Tax Commission, so as to meet assessment requirements 
and in other respects where shown desirable by experience. 

Stated in the briefest manner: The value of an iron mine is the 
present worth of the sum of money representing the calculated difference 
between the amount received from ore sales and the cost of mining and 
marketing the ore, figured on the entire tonnage which the mine may be 
expected to produce. The total net profits, in other words, reduced to 
present worth, not allowing as items of operating expense, royalties 
and costs of general exploration work. 

The calculation is the product of three factors : 

First, total tonnage of available ore; 

Second, average annual excess per ton of receipts over actual 
cost of operation ; 

Third, the present worth of one dollar that is to be paid in 
equal annual installments for a period of years corresponding to 
the productive life of the mine. 
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For the purpose of determining the first two factors each mining 
operator, whether an individual or a corporation, is required : 

First, to make to the Board of State Tax Commissioners, on forms 
especially prepared for the purpose, a report, duly executed before 
a notary public, showing the financial statement of the operation 
of each mine or mining property owned, operated or controlled by 
such operator, covering the period of the preceding five years ; 

Second, to furnish a complete set of mining maps showing each 
mine level, cross-section, record of drill holes, pits, shafts, etc.; 
also a map showing >he boundaries of each property, and the 
relation of the ore bodies to other miifing properties; all maps, 
plats, records, etc., are required to be signed, dated and duly exe- 
cuted by the operator or a responsible officer of the company. 

The State Geologist and his assistant, who is a competent mining 
engineer, annually examine each mining property, above and below 
ground, for the purpose of checking up the information furnished and 
for obtaining such other data as may have a bearing upon values. From 
these reports and personal examinations the total tonnage and the 
annual excess per ton of receipts over actual costs of operation is deter- 
mined. 

In figuring the tonnage not only ore in sight or developed ore is con- 
sidered, but prospective ore. The amount of developed ore in producing 
mines may be calculated with comparative ease; but the amount of pro- 
spective ore can only be determined from geological conditions, mining 
practice, and the experience of other mines in the district. In nearly all 
mines there are certainties, probabilities and possibilities for the recur- 
rence of ore beyond that actually developed. In all cases the appraiser 
attempts to ascertain the total amount of ore which may reasonably be 
expected to be produced from the property. As a matter of actual results 
of this method of mine appraisal, the tonnage of prospective ore for which 
mines are actually assessed considerably exceeds the tonnage of de- 
veloped , ore. 

The product of total tonnage multiplied by calculated profit per ton 
will* in most cases, be far in excess of present value because the rate at 
which ore can actually be mined from a given property is limited by 
both physical and market conditions. As a matter of fact the extracting 
and marketing of the ore in most mines will occupy a period of years and 
the income, therefore, will be realized in annual installments extending 
over the same period of years. The life of a mine, which is the period 
that will be required for mining and shipping the ore, must, therefore, 
be taken into account. This is calculated by dividing the total estimated 
tonnage, developed and prospective, by the average annual shipments 
based on the experience of five years. Having determined the annual 
installments of profit and the number qf such annual installments, the 
product of the two is reduced to "present worth" by the annuity method 
using an interest rate of (>% for both principal and sinking fund. In 
all the % calculations necessary as to annual receipts from ore sales, annual 
expenses of operation, and annual shipments to determine the life of a 
mine, the average for the preceding five-year period is taken. The reason 
for this being that in this way violent fluctuations in assessments are 



Digitized by 



Google 



20 REPORT OF THE 

avoided and the effect of conditions operating for one year only are 
reduced to a minimum. 

It is obvious that an undeveloped property can have no operating rec- 
ords from which profits may be calculated, or the life it would have as an 
operating mine determined, and that information as to the size and 
richness of the ore body may not be complete. For determining the 
expectations of such a property the actual information obtained is sup- 
plemented by the experience of mines under similar conditions in the 
district in which the undeveloped property is located with proper allow- 
ance for the time necessary for developing such property to the productive 
stage. 

The above methods are applicable in general, but may be modified by 
conditions appurtenant to individual cases, such as the physical condition 
of the property, state of development, operating history of the mine. 
Such modifications involving departure from the general method are 
applied in accordance with the judgment of the appraiser of mines (the 
State Geologist) and Board of State Tax Commissioners and need not 
be considered here. 

In working out the Michigan system of mining appraisals the Board 
of State Tax Commissioners has had in mind the fact that mines, like 
other property, must be assessed at their full cash value and that the 
statute defines "cash value" to be the usual selling price of the property. 
Iron mines, however, are rarely bought and sold and, as in the case of 
public utilities, methods of ascertaining value that are almost universally 
followed by a prospective buyer will most nearly meet the requirements 
of the statute. That the Michigan method above described produces 
figures that represent with very approximate accuracy the true present 
worth of iron mines is the belief of the Board of State Tax Commissioners. 
As bearing on this question it is only fair to refer here to the fact that 
only two instances of bona fide sales of operating iron mines have 
occurred in the past few years and both were made at figures below their 
appraised value for taxation. The following table will show the assess- 
ment of the iron mining properties as made by the supervisors in 1911 
and as appraised by the Tax Commission the same year and subsequent 
years: 

By supervisors 1911 f 26,987,477 

By Tax Commission 1911 92,931,469 

1912 90,142,436 

1913 95,884,215 

1914 92,090,349 

1915 89,757,605 

1916 90,737,608 

1917 91,829,286 

1918 108,203,419 

During the period beginning with 1911 and down to the date when the 
1918 mining appraisal was made there were shipped from Michigan 
mines 93,310,698 tons of ore. It is apparent, therefore, that as a result 
of development and discovery additional tonnage of ore both in operating 
mines and in new territory has been located, appraised and placed upon 
the assessment roll sufficient in amount* together with the increased value 
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given to ore tonnage already located and appraised, to more than offset 
the tremendous shipments of the past few years. 

It is to be noted that the annual re-appraisal of mining properties 
extends only to operating mines and real estate known to contain ore 
bodies not yet developed. All other property is left to the local assessor 
and board of review as in other assessing districts of the State. In all 
mining districts there are lands on which no ore bodies have been located, 
but on which there is greater or less possibility of the occurrence of ore. 
The Board of State Tax Commissioners does not attempt to appraise 
such lands or to assist the local assessor in doing so, inasmuch as they 
have no information not possessed by the local official. The appraiser 
of mines has attempted to assist local assessing officers by indicating to 
them the descriptions that, because of locality and geological conditions, 
are most likely, in his judgment, to contain ore. An examination of the 
assessment roll of any mining district will disclose the fact that assessing 
officers do take into consideration the probability of the existence of 
undiscovered ore bodies. The assessment of this class of property is 
rendered difficult by the fact that in mining districts, not only operating 
mines, but lands having ore possibilities, are very rarely bought and sold 
and there are few transactions from which to determine the "usual selling 
price" of property. The leasing system very generally prevails, and 
prospecting for ore is done under a lease which provides for royalties, 
in case ore is discovered, but not for the purchase of the property. The 
results of successful operations are reported to the appraiser of mines 
and the property is at once oppraised and the valuation reported to the 
local assessor at the next annual re-appraisal. This leasing system 
encourages exploration work, but it provides assessors with little data 
based upon "selling price." The Board of State Tax Commissioners and, 
we believe, local assessing officers in mining districts, will welcome 
assistance from any source that will aid in appraising this class of 
property. 

POWERS AND DUTIES AS TO ASSESSMENTS AND ASSESSING OFFICERS. 

The second group of duties of the Tax Commission is one with which 
assessing officers and taxpayers alike are best acquainted and most con- 
cerned, and they explain why the Tax Commission has been reviewing 
.assessments and co-operating with assessing officers all over the State. 
In the language of the statute these duties are as follows : 

Section 150. "It shall be the duty of said Board : 

1. "To have and exercise general supervision over the super- 
visors and assessing officers of this State, and to take such measures 
as will secure the enforcement of the provisions of this Act to the 
end that all the properties of this State liable to assessment for 
taxation shall be placed upon the assessment rolls and assessed at 
their true cash value ; 

2. "To confer with and advise assessing officers as to their 
duties undfr this Act. and to institute proper proceedings to 
enforce the penalties and liabilities provided by law for public 
officers, officers of corporations and individuals failing to comply 
^vith the provisions of this Act ; to prefer charges to the Governor 
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against assessing and taxation officers who violate the law or fail 
in the performance of their duties in reference to assessment and 
taxation, and in the execution of these powers the said Board may 
call upon the Attorney General or any prosecuting attorney in the 
State to assist said Board ; 

3. "To receive all complaints as to property liable to taxation 
that has not been assessed or that has been fraudulently or 
improperly assessed, and to investigate the same, and to take such 
proceedings as will correct the irregularity complained of, if any is 
found to exist ; 

4. "To require from any officer in this State on forms pre- 
scribed by said Board of State Tax Commissioners such annual or 
other reports as shall enable said Board of State Tax Commis- 
sioners to ascertain the assessed value and equalized values of all 
property listed for taxation throughout the State under this Act, 
the amount of taxes assessed, collected and returned and such 
other matters as the Board may require, to the end that it may 
have complete statistical information as to the practical operation 
of this Act ; 

5. "To furnish the State Board of Equalization at each session 
thereof an estimate of the actual cash value of the taxable property 
of each county in the State, and to meet with the State Board of 
Equalization when requested by said Board to do so." 

Section 152. "After the various assessment rolls have been 
passed upon by the several boards of review and prior to the 
making and delivering of the tax roll to the treasurer for collec- 
tion, they shall be subject to inspection by said Board of State 
Tax Commissioners or by any member or duly authorized repre- 
sentative thereof, and in case it shall appear to said Board after 
such investigation, or be made to appear to said Board by written 
, complaint of any taxpayer that property subject to taxation has 
been omitted from said roll, or individual assessments have not 
been made in compliance with law, they shall hold reviews of such 
assessments, either individual or general (here is recited procedure 
to be followed in reviews) and shall determine and place upon the 
roll the true and lawful assessment of all such property." 

For the proper performance of these duties the Board of State 
Tax Commissioners, or any duly authorized representative thereof, 
shall have access to all books, papers, documents, statements and 
accounts on file or of record in any of the departments of the 
State; and like access to all books, papers, documents, statements 
and accounts on file or of record in counties, townships and munici- 
palities; and shall have authority to take possession of any assess- 
ment roll for use in carrying out the provisions of this Act; and the 
right to examine books, papers and accounts of any corporation, 
firm or individual, owning property liable to assessment for taxes, 
general or specific, under the law of this State ; and the right to 
isubpoena witnesses upon a subpoena signed by the president of 
said Board and attested by its secretary ; and the power to examine 
witnesses under oath, administered by any member of the Board 
or its secretary; refusal to permit sucfy inspection, or neglect to 
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respond to such subpoena, or refusal to testify, making the offender 
guilty of a misdemeanor. (Section 148, General Tax Law, as 
amended by Act 153, Public Acts 1913. ) 

It will be apparent from the most casual examination that the above 
paragraphs of the general tax law were enacted for the particular pur- 
pose of restoring "cash value" assessments, and for putting an end to 
the system of competition in lowering assessments that at the time of 
their enactment everywhere prevailed. We particularly* call attention 
to the wording of these amendments to the general tax law. They do 
not read "the State Tax Commission shall have the right, or ought to do 
so and so." but they read : "it shall do so" ; it shall supervise assessments 
and advise assessing officers ; it shall inspect the various assessment rolls ; 
it shall hold reviews wherever assessment rolls are not at 'cash value.' " 
We call the attention of the taxpayer or assessing officer, who objects 
to the representatives of the Tax Commission inspecting the assessment 
rolls of his district and reviewing valuations, that we are not doing it 
of our own volition, but by direct mandate of law and for the sole pur- 
pose of bringing about "equality of burden' 1 in taxation. We would be 
derelict in our duty and unworthy of office should we neglect these most 
responsible requirements. We would also call attention to the fact that 
the Tax Commission does not make the tax laws or interpret them. It 
simply administers them as the Legislature has made them and the 
courts have interpreted them. 

In the performance of its duties the Board of State Tax Commissioners 
lays no claim to infallibility. The valuing of property is an act of human 
judgment, and people always have and always will differ more or less 
in their judgment. What we claim in regard to the work of the Tax 
Commission is that it is being performed all over the State by a corps 
of organized, disciplined, experienced examiners, schooled in uniform 
methods of work, imbued with a feeling of pride in their position, serving 
the State creditably in delicate matters, secure in their positions regard- 
less of their political affiliations, uninfluenced by local, political or per- 
sonal considerations, bringing to the discharge of their duties both a 
local and state-wide understanding of values and of conditions affecting 
values and availing themselves of all possible local information and 
assistance. The most disappointing feature of the work is that, no matter 
how accurate and uniform it may be as a whole, if in any assessing dis- 
trict two or three appraisals might properly be criticised, little is heard 
in praise of the many that are correct and uniform, but attention is 
persistently called to those few that are doubtful. 

EQTALIZATION. 

The third group of duties of the State Tax Commission relate to State 
and county equalization. 

"On or before the first day of September in each year the Auditor 
(ieneral shall make and record in his office a statement showing 
the taxes to be raised for State purposes that year, referring to the 
law on which each tax is based and the total amount of such taxes. 
The State tax he shall apportion among the several counties in pro- 
portion to the valuation of the taxable property therein as DETER- 
MINED BY THE LAST PRECEDING STATE BOARD OF 
EQUALIZATION, and sjiall before the October session of the board 
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of supervisors in each year, make out and transmit to the clerk of 
each county a statement of the amount of such taxes so apportioned 
to such county." 

The fractional mill taxes required by statute for the support of the 
State University and the Agricultural College are also included by the 
Auditor General in the list of taxes for State purposes, and apportioned 
to each county on the basis of equalized valuation, not assessed valuation. 

"The board of supervisors at its annual session in October each 
year shall ascertain and determine the amount of money to be 
raised for county purposes, and shall apportion such amount and 
also the amount of the State tax and indebtedness of the county to 
the State among the several townships in the county in proportion 
to the valuation of the taxable property therein, real and personal, 
as DETERMINED BY IT OR AS DETERMINED BY THE 
BOARD OF STATE TAX COMMISSIONERS UPON APPEAL." 

Section 1. "There is hereby created a State Board of Equaliza- 
tion to consist of the Secretary of State, Auditor General, Super- 
intendent of Public Instruction, State Treasurer and the Chairman 
of the Board of State Tax Commissioners. Said Board shall exer- 
cise such powers and perform such duties as herein described." 

Section 2. "Said State Board of Equalization shall meet at the 
office of the Board of State Auditors at the State Capitol on the 
third Monday in August, nineteen hundred eleven, and every con- 
secutive third and fifth year thereafter for the purpose of equaliz- 
ing the assessments on all taxable property in this State, except 
such property as shall be assessed under laws enacted pursuant to 
sections four and five of article ten of the State constitution." 

Section 6. "It shall be the duty of the Board of State Tax 
Commissioners to submit to the State Board of Equalization a 
statement showing the actual cash value of taxable real and per- 
sonal property in each county in the State as ascertained and 
determined by its most recent examinations of property values. 
Said Board shall furnish such other information relative to prop- 
erty conditions and values as the State Board of Equalization may 
require, and shall assist in every possible way to bring about fair, 
equal and uniform valuations between the several counties in the 
State." 

Section 34. (4038) Am. Act 201 of 1913. "The board of super- 
visors in each county shall, at their session in October each year 
examine the assessment rolls of the several townships, wards or 
cities, and ascertain whether the relative valuation of the real 
property in the respective township, wards or cities has been 
equally and uniformly estimated. If, on such examination, they 
shall deem such valuation to be relatively unequal, they shall 
equalize the same by adding to or deducting from the valuation of 
the taxable property in any township, ward or city, or townships, 
wards or cities, such an amount as in their judgment will produce 
relatively an equal and uniform valuation of the real property in 
the county, and the amount added to or deducted from the valua- 
tions in any township, ward or city, shall be entered upon the 
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records. They shall also cause to be entered upon their records 
the aggregate valuation of the taxable real and personal property 
of each township, ward or city in their county as determined by 
them." 

"Any supervisor of any township or city who considers his 
township or city aggrieved by the action of the board of super- 
visors, of which he is a member, may appeal from such determi- 
nation to the Board of State Tax Commissioners in the manner 
hereinafter provided." * * * The Board of State Tax Commis- 
sioners shall examine the appeal and if, in their judgment, there 
is a showing to the effect that the equalization complained of is 
unfair, unjust, inequitable or discriminatory, they may proceed to 
investigate in the manner set forth in the statute and if said board 
after due consideration decides that the valuation of said county 
has been improperly equalized, it shall proceed to set aside the 
equalization complained of and to make a new equalization which 
shall be final and binding upon the board of supervisors and 
according to which State and county taxes shall be apportioned. 

Just as the equalized assessment is the sole basis for distributing to 
each individual taxpayer his proportion of the general property tax, so 
equalized total valuations are the sole basis for distributing to counties 
and assessing districts their proportion of State and county taxes. From 
the standpoint of "equality of burden," accurate equalization of valua- 
tion between counties and between assessing districts in a county is as 
important and necessary, as accurate equalization of assessments between 
individual property owners. 

State equalization has always been a matter of deep concern to the 
Board of State Tax Commissioners as well as to the taxpayer^- of the 
State, and especially so as the burden of State taxation increases v Under 
the law a new equalization must be mfcde ii/August of 1919, and* the Tax 
Commission must determine and report aj that time to the State Board 
of Equalization its latest estimate of tttey^ash value of every county in the 
State. The Commission is already studying how this report to the 
State Board of Equalization may be/so complete and so convincing as 
to be accepted not simply as the ba^fs Ibr State equalization, but as the 
true equalization itself. It will emleavoi to complete the work of review- 
ing assessments in all the counties of the State before this meeting and 
also to revise the reassessment work of previous years, bringing it down 
to date. 

As a part of the general scheme for securing "equality of burden" in 
all matters of taxation, and restoring cash value assessments, the Legis- 
lature of 1913 provided for "review of equalization" between the assessing 
districts of a county by the Board of State Tax Commissioners, on the 
appeal of an assessing oflicer of the county. For several years during 
the greater part of October and November the Tax Commission was 
engaged in reviews of county equalization — as many as thirty appeals 
having been received in one year — but as the number of counties reas- 
sessed has increased the number of appeals from county equalization has 
decreased, until in 1917 only two appeals were received, and none in 1918. 
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In several cases, however, the committee on equalization appointed by 
the chairman of the board of supervisors has appealed to the Commission 
to recommend the proper equalization for the county. In every case the 
recommendation of the Commission has been unanimously adopted. 

RESTORATION OF CASH VALUE ASSESSMENTS "PRACTICALLY COMPLETED. 

From the viewpoint of one administering a general property tax, the 
Michigan taxation system is most admirably framed for securing "equal- 
ity of burden" in taxation, because of the constitutional and legislative 
requirements as to cash value and methods for determining it, and 
because of the carefully planned machinery administering it. It would 
be neither interesting nor profitable to discuss at any length the causes 
that, operating over a period of years, led to an almost universal depart- 
ure from cash value as the basis of assessment. The belief that taxation 
is a burden, justified only by the necessities of organized society, to be 
levied with absolute impartiality ; the knowledge on the part of taxpayers 
that departure from cash value was being practiced by assessing officers ; 
the feeling on the part of assessors that the only way they could protect 
their constituents from an unjust proportion of State and county tax 
was by themselves lowering assessments; the absence of any supervising 
authority able to protect the assessing officer who obeyed the law and 
compel compliance with the law on the part of other assessing officers; 
the fact that there are 1,500 assessing officers in the State, each bringing 
to the discharge of his duties a different degree of ability and experience, 
and influenced more or less by political, personal and local considera- 
tions; all combined to cause Michigan's carefully organized cash value 
assessment system to degenerate into a system of competition for low 
assessment, competition between individuals for low valuation on the 
assessing officer's rolls, competition between townships for low valuation 
in county equalization, competition between counties in the State equali- 
zation, competition between different classes of property and different 
property owners in the same class, until in 1909 assessments in Michigan 
varied from approximately HO^f ofcash value in one county to above 
80% of cash value in another counitpwith the remaining counties fluctu- 
ating between these two extremes]' This chaotic condition was in itself 
sufficient to call for drastic action on the part of the State Legislature 
if "equality of burden" in taxation was to be secured, but it was further 
complicated when the method of taxing railroads and certain other public 
utility corporations was changed from specific taxation to ad valorem 
taxation, levied upon a cash value assessment at the average rate paid 
by properties subject to a general property tax. Ad valorem taxation 
of such properties and their taxation at the average rate had followed 
a State-wide agitation for more equitable taxation. The new system 
had been challenged in the courts, but had been held constitutional. It 
was, however, well known to members of the Legislature, to assessing 
officers and to taxpayers familiar with assessment conditions, that under- 
cash value assessments universally prevailed with general properties, and 
consequently the average rate, from the standpoint of the tax law, was a 
dishonest average rate when applied to public service corporations assessed 
at true cash value, and justice demanded that this condition be corrected. 
It would have been unreasonable for those who advocated the substitu- 
tion of ad valorem taxation for specific taxation, on ttye grojind of "equal 
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taxation/' to have taken any other position. The feeling existed also 
that, while the courts had sustained the ad valorem taxtion of public 
utilities and their taxation at the average rate, they had not susained, 
and probably would not sustain, an average rate based upon an assess- 
ment of general properties notoriously under cash value. To safeguard 
the assessment and taxation of public utility corporations as now estab- 
lished, to abolish the system of competition in assessments, and to restore 
"equality of burden" between individuals and communities, it was abso- 
lutely necessary that there should be a return to uniform, equitable and 
legal assessments. The assessment of public utilities could not lawfully 
be made on any other basis than actual cash value. The average rate must 
be determined from the assessed valution, not the equalized value of the 
State. Equalization between assessing districts and between counties, 
however perfect, could not bring about uniformity between individual 
assessments, nor could it affect the average rate. There was no way 
by which the condition could be remedied except by t,he complete restora- 
tion of actual cash value in the assessment of all property subject to 
the general property tax. The Legislature of 1911 had these things in 
mind when they passed the amendments to the general tax law that made 
the Board of State Tax Commissioners a true supervising body as to 
assessments and assessing officers, and placed upon it the duty of restor- 
ing the general property assessments of the entire State to the constitu- 
tional basis of cash value. 

The two preceding reports of the Board of State Tax Commissioners 
devoted considerable space to the progress made in the programme of 
restoring cash value assessments, the methods employed for that purpose, 
and the effect upon taxation in the counties where the work had been 
completed. In this report we are able to say that cash value assessment 
for the entire State is now practically an accomplished fact. Only ten 
counties, and all except two of those comparatively unimportant in popu- 
lation and valuation, remain to be completely reviewed. Practically every 
public utility corporation, every important industrial establishment and 
more than 95% of the general property of the State are now assessed 
at their true cash value under the statute. Work has been started in 
all but two of the remaining counties and considerable progress made, 
and but for the fact that fourteen members of the field force responded 
to the call of their country and entered the army and several others 
resigned to enable meml>ers of their families to do so, not more than one- 
half this number of counties would remain unfinished, and it is the con- 
fident expectation of the Board of State Tax Commissioners that the 
entire programme will be completed in time for the meeting of the State 
Board of Equalization in August, 1919. 

We do not wish to give the impression that no revision of work pre- 
viously done will be necessary to complete cash value assessments. In the 
great majority of assessing districts there has been no considerable 
change in property values since they were reviewed. The statute declares 
that no reductions in valuations fixed by the Board of State Tax Com- 
missioners can be made for three years where conditions remain practi- 
cally the same, without the written consent of the Board of State Tax 
Commissioners, and this provision of the tax law has been almost uni- 
versally observed. Taxpayers themselves very generally have objected to 
any return to former assespment conditions. Assessing officers also have 
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usually followed cash value in the assessment of new property and have 
made increases in valuations fixed by the Commission where there has 
been any general increase in property values. The comparison of super- 
visors' reports year by year shows this to be true. Where conditions have 
been normal since the reassessment there are few cases where any 
extensive reassessment work must be undertaken. There are, however, 
certain counties where great industrial development and resulting 
increase in population of industrial centers has caused such general, 
and sometimes abnormal, increase in property values since they were 
reviewed as to call for extensive re-examinations by field men, to deter- 
mine whether local assessors in their work have kept pace with advancing 
values. The communities where such work will be necessary are located 
in ten of the eighty-three counties, and it is expected that this work 
will be completed in time for the meeting of the State Board of Equaliza- 
tion in August, 1919. 

With the completion of this programme for restoring cash value 
assessments throughout the State, and the preparation of its report to 
the State Board of Equalization, the work of the Commission will take 
on a new character. The force of field examiners will be greatly reduced 
and confined to a few men experienced in valuing various classes of 
property, and this reduction in the field force will result in a very con- 
siderable saving, not only in salaries, but in expenses of field work. It 
will still be necessary to check up the work of assessing officers, especially 
in districts where development has been most rapid. Reassessment field 
work, however, will practically cease, especially if the recommendation of 
the Commission that the expense of reassessing any district, made neces- 
sary through failure of the local assessing officer to maintain cash value, 
be paid by the offending district, is approved by the Legislature. Reduc- 
tion in expenses in the future will extend all along the line. There will 
be less expense for special reviews, for hearing appeals from county 
equalization, less expense preparing for State equalization, less general 
and office expense. 

We cannot close this chapter of our report dealing with cash value 
assessments without referring to the gradual change in public sentiment, 
and attitude of taxpayers and assessing officers toward the Tax Commis- 
sion and its work. This change has been very marked the past two years. 
The Commissioners holding reviews have not a single disagreeable inci- 
dent to report, and the examiners representing them in the field have 
been cordially received by the taxpayers. Supervisors and assessing offi- 
cers, with a few exceptions, have cordially welcomed representatives of 
the Tax Commission and have co-operated with them in their work. The 
reviews, which several years ago were apt to be tumultuous affairs, devoted 
as much to denunciation of the Commission as to investigation of the 
accuracy of its work, have been, in almost every case, without bitterness. 
Also the attendance at reviews for the past two years has been excellent. 
On numerous occasions almost every taxpayer in the assessing district 
has attended at some time during the day, been informed of his assess- 
ment and that of his neighbor, and not a single appeal from the valuations 
recommended by the field men of the Commission has been made. 
. The Board of State Tax Commissioners has been pleased with the recog- 
nition given to the thoroughness and correctness of its \york by assessing 
officers, citizens and official^ interested in, ^taxation matters of other 
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States. Not only has the Commission been called upon frequently by 
other State Tax Commissioners for suggestions and information, but 
the chairman was invited to prepare and read a paper on "Administering 
Reassessment Statutes" before the meeting of the National Tax Associa- 
tion at Atlanta, Georgia, November, 1917, which paper has since been 
published and distributed by that Association. The Interstate Commerce 
Commission in its work of appraising the railroad properties of the 
country has made extensive use of the material gathered by the Commis- 
sion. Recently the Federal Land Bank of St. Paul, the branch of the 
"Farm Loan Bank" serving Michigan, has made extensive examination 
of the reports of our field men, these reports being on file in Lansing. 
They have on several occasions made copies of field notes and appraisals, 
and at the date of this report they are planning to have a representative 
in the office of the Commission throughout the winter, copying field' 
notes. The question of the propriety of allowing such use to be made of 
our field books has been carefully considered by the Board of State Tax 
Commissioners. Inasmuch as they are used only in connection with 
the applications of Michigan taxpayers to the farm loan bank for loans 
upon the particular property examined, and are of material assistance to 
citizens in getting such loans, the Commission has held that it is justified 
in allowing their use for that purpose. . . 

Table showing total assessment of the State annually beginning with 
1911, the year previous to the inauguration of the campaign for restoring 
cash value assessments : 

Total assessment of the State January 1, 1912 fl ,898,057,358 

Total assessment of the State January 1, 1913 2,078,694,409 

Total assessment of the State January 1, 1914 » . 2,345,695,709 

Total assessment of the State January 1, 1915 2,765,439,636 

Total assessment of the State January 1, 1916 2,968,236,813 

Total assessment of the State January 1, 1917 3,625,788,249 

Total assessment of the State January 1, 1918 4,027,364,717 

Total assessment of the State January 1, 1919 4,211,083,621 

The totals for all years down to 1918 are the verified figures used in 
determining the average rate of taxation for that year. The total for 
the 1919 assessment has been compiled from the reports of assessing 
officers to the Tax Commission. These reports have not in some 
instances yet been verified by comparison with the reports of the county 
clerks. The verified assessment, however, will undoubtedly show only 
inconsiderable changes and the figures now given may be accepted as 
substantially correct. 

Table showing increases in assessment by years : 

Increase for year ending December 31, 1912 1180,637,051 

Increase for year ending December 31, 1913 267,001,300 

Increase for year ending December 31, 1914 419,743,927 

Increase for year ending December 31, 1915 202,797,177 

Increase for year ending December 31, 1916 657,551,436 

Increase for year ending December 31, 1917 401,576,468 

Increase for year ending December 31, 1918 193,718,904 



Aggregate increase for seven years ending Dec. 31, 1918, $2,323,026,263 
or 121.9%. 
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This great increase is not entirely the result of the reassessment work 
of the State Tax Commission. Some of it is for property that has come 
into existence since the reassessment work began. Assessing officers also, 
stimulated by the activities of the Tax Commission and assured of pro- 
tection for their districts in county equalization, have co-operated with 
the Tax Commission in very many instances and frequently their work, 
on examination, has been found entirely satisfactory from the standpoint 
of cash value. 

For the purpose of emphasizing the importance and benefit of the work 
of restoring cash value assessments from the standpoint of "equality of 
burden" in taxation, we give the following table showing the actual 
results of re-assessments in a few counties, some showing a high per cent 
and others a much lower per cent of increase in valuation. 

Percent 
County. Assessment. Reassessment. of Increase. 

Iron $6,022,000 $35,460,000 488.8 

Gogebic 1 2,352,000 51 ,894,000 320.1 

Sanilac 15,916,000 39,578,000 148.6 

Marquette 26,481,000 64,447,000 143.4 

Huron 15,129,000 36,552,000 141.6 

Wayne 688,899,150 1,532,101,205 123.4 

Berrien 27,581,000 59,205,000 114.6 

Monroe 21,062,000 42,397,000 101.3 

Isabella 17,397,575 24,189,390 39. 

Clare 5,486,052 7,556,945 33.7 

Mecosta 12,082,950 16,103,405 33.3 

Lenawee 57,476,000 72,774,000 26.6 

Antrim 7,079,000 8,934,000 26.2 

Benzie 4,247,915 5,125,930 20.7 

The comparison is between the assessment made by the Tax Commis- 
sion and that of the local assessor the previous year. In some cases, as 
in Wayne county and the iron mining counties, the reassessment extended 
over two years, and the comparison shows the completed reassessment 
and the local assessment of the year previous to the beginning of work 
by the Tax Commission. 

The heavy increases except that made in Wayne county were all in 
counties reviewed the first years of the reassessment campaign, while 
the counties showing a low per cent of increase were all reviewed the 
past two years. 

The Board of State Tax Commissioners cannot close this chapter dis- 
cussing assessments without calling attention to the careful, conscien- 
tious, painstaking work of the field force of the Commission. No State 
Board could have better or more loyal support from employes than the 
Commissioners have received from their representatives in the field. 
Their task has not been of such a character as to draw sympathy or 
assistance. Their visits to taxpayers naturally have caused apprehension 
rather than pleasure. They have in a great majority of cases so per- 
formed their work and so conducted themselves as to have gained respect, 
if not good-will. The Board extends to them its thanks and declares its 
belief that when the review of the State is completed they will have won 
a vote of thanks from the taxpayers of the State also. 
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RECOMMENDATIONS TO THE LEGISLATURE. 

INCOME TAX. 

Study of tax legislation reveals the fact that three fundamental prin- 
ciples have been clearly recognized by law makers and more or less devel- 
oped in the taxation system of the various states of the Union. 

First — That tangible property of whatever character and by 
whomsoever owned, should be taxed by the jurisdiction in which 
it is located. 

Second — That every person having taxable ability, should pay 
some sort of direct personal tax to the government under which 
he is domiciled and from which he receives the direct personal 
benefits and protection that government confers. 

Third — That business carried on for profit in any locality, should 
be taxed in that locality because of benefits and protection there 
received. 

The first proposition that tangible property should be taxed where 
located, regardless of ownership, is invincible and is almost universally 
recognized and practiced. It is based on the theory that tangible prop- 
erty must have care and protection at the particular place where located, 
regardless of whether the owner is a resident or nonresident of that 
locality. It is the taxation principle with which the taxpayers of Michi- 
gan are most familiar. It is embodied in almost every paragraph of our 
general tax law and the most ardent tax reformer would amend it only 
to the extent of authorizing exemptions from taxation. 

The second proposition that every person having taxable property, 
should pay some sort of a direct personal tax where he is domiciled, 
though not as universally recognized or as successfully practiced, is 
equally just and logical and the only point in connection with it that is 
debatable is the form such direct personal taxation should take. Direct 
personal taxation, except as to the limited extent that poll taxes, rental 
taxes and taxes upon professions having been resorted to, is generally 
attempted through laws taxing intangible property, more particularly 
securities and credits. In many states, because of constitutional require- 
ments, intangible property must be included with tangible property 
under a general property tax. In states where constitutional provisions 
do not prevent, intangible property is often included in the general 
property tax, but separately classified and taxed at a different rate from 
that applied to other classes of property. Some states apply specific 
taxation to intangible property. The tax laws of Michigan place intan- 
gible property with tangible property under the general property tax and 
require it to be taxed at the same rate as other property, except in cases 
where we have substituted specific taxation for ad valorem taxation. 

Taxation of intangible property has always been the weakest spot in 
our taxation system because the locating and valuing of such property is 
always difficult and often impossible without the co-operation of the 
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owner. Taxation of intangible property, at the rate applied to tangible 
property, has been more or less of a failure, not only in Michigan but 
wherever attempted. Such property, except that in the hands of the 
ignorant or the helpless, disappearing from the tax rolls ; the owners 
justifying their concealment of it on the ground that their certificates or 
securities are but evidence of their participation in the ownership of 
tangible property already fully taxed or that the uniform rate of taxa- 
tion applied to such property would be confiscatory of income, as indeed, 
is the case with savings deposits and securities drawing a low rate of 
interest. 

Failure to successfully tax intangible property made little difference 
in the early days of Michigan when property was mainly real estate and 
tangible personal property more or less dependent upon the ownership of 
real estate. But the wonderful commercial and industrial development 
of recent years has been accompanied by an equally wonderful expansion 
in intangible property, especially stocks and bonds of limited liability 
corporations. Today a very considerable per cent of the wealth of our 
State is in intangible property, and failure, at the present time, to prop- 
erly tax the owners of it, whether as a result of legislation or adminis- 
tration, relieves many from the payment of any personal tax. 

Convinced by long experience that taxation of intangible property is a 
failure, except *ig to a very limited class of such property and unable, 
because of constitutional requirements, to separately classify such prop- 
erty, yet determined to obtain some direct tax from the owners of such 
property, our law makers resorted to a form of specific taxation com- 
monly spoken of as the "Mortgage Tax" law, and have extended it so as 
to include all bonds, foreign and domestic, and all instruments repre- 
senting secured debts. This law would be more appropriately named if 
it was caled the "Mortgage Exemption" law inasmuch as it requires 
a single payment with exemption from taxation thereafter for the life of 
the instrument. 

The law itself reaches but a small part of the total intangible property 
of the State. There is no means of locating, without the co-operation of 
the owner, bonds issued by corporations and municipalities of other 
states held by residents of Michigan. Many forms of securities and 
credits, such as open accounts, unsecured debts, bank deposits, are still 
taxable under the general tax law at the uniform rate. Certificates of 
stock in Michigan corporations are by law exempt from all taxation and 
certificates of stock in foreign corporations owned by citizens of Michi- 
gan are still under the general property tax and for that reason are 
most frequently concealed and escape all taxation. 

The difficulty the State of Michigan has experienced in its attempts 
to directly tax intangible property has been experienced by almost every 
state in the Union. In recent years many states have ceased to attempt 
it and some states are solving the problem, and satisfactorily so we 
think, by the substitution of an income tax for intangible property taxes. 
We believe the time has come when Michigan should do the same and 
REQUIRE EVERY PERSON, HAVING DIRECT TAXABLE ABIL- 
ITY, TO PAY A DIRECT PERSONAL TAX, HIS NET INCOME 
BEING THE MEASURE OP HIS TAXABLE ABILITY. 

An income tax is as just and fair in principle and as little burdensome 
in practice, as any tax can be. If made a part of our taxation system, it 
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would greatly relieve the constantly growing pressure of taxation upon 
tangible property. To appreciate how threatening the constantly in- 
creasing burden of taxation has become to such property as the farm 
and the home, one has but to recall the fact that total taxation in the 
State, not including taxes paid by public service corporations into the 
primary school interest fund, has increased from $29,689,000 in 1908 to 
1 73,612,000 in 1917 and in 1918 will approximate $80,000,000. 

Other remedies will be suggested to the Legislature, such as the 
exemption in whole or in part of improvements on real estate. Like the 
income tax they can be put in operation only after an amendment to the 
constitution. Unlike the income tax, they will not relieve tangible prop- 
erty as a whole from any part of its present burden, but only shift it 
from one class of tangible property to another. 

It would not be fitting for the Board of State Tax Commissioners to 
outline a complete system until the Legislature has adopted the prin- 
ciple of income taxation. It is proper for us to point out that should 
Michigan undertake to formulate an income tax system, she will have 
the benefit of the experience of other commonwealths who have adopted 
income taxation, especially Wisconsin and Massachusetts. ( The Tax 
Commi s s ioners will, at this time, only suggest a few propositions as 
being in their judgment fundamental. 

First, that the income tax should be collected from every indi- 
vidual having taxable ability domiciled in the State, net income 
being the measure of his taxable ability. 

Second, that the income tax should be levied upon the tax- 
payer's entire income from all sources, except income from bonds 
of the United States and salaries of Federal Officials (by law 
exempt from state taxation). 

The personal obligation of every citizen to contribute to the support 
of the government where he is domiciled, should not be affected by the 
form his investments take, and any attempt to exempt any class of invest- 
ments will not only inevitably result in an unequal and, therefore, unjust 
distribution of the tax but will greatly complicate its administration. 

Third, the rate of income tax should be the same for all kinds of 
income and not differentiated according to the source from which 
it is derived. 

If the income tax were the only tax imposed, it would be just and 
proper to require a higher rate upon what may be called "funded" 
incomes than upon "unfunded" incomes. Michigan will still have a 
general property tax upon the property from which "funded" incomes are 
drawn and this will result indirectly in higher taxation for "funded" 
incomes. Also, to differentiate between sources of income would greatly 
increase difficulties of administration and attempts at evasion. 

Fourth, rates of income taxation should be progressive, depend- 
ing upon the amount of taxpayer's net income, with exemption for 
net incomes under a certain sum. 

Fifth, income taxes should be collected direct from the tax- 
payer upon a basis of strictly enforced reports of the taxpayer and 
no part of the tax should be collected at the source. 
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Recent experiences of Wisconsin and Massachusetts show that with a 
good administration a reasonable income tax will have the general co- 
operation of taxpayers and can be collected in the manner suggested with 
a minimum evasion. At the meeting of the National Tax Association at 
Atlanta, Georgia, in November, 1917, a member of the Wisconsin Board 
of State Tax Commissioners, in whose hands is placed the administra- 
tion of the income tax for that state, made the declaration that it was the 
opinion of his board that 99% of personal returns made to them in con- 
nection with the income tax, are honestly made. The fact that a national 
income tax will undoubtedly continue to l>e levied for some years and 
that the information gathered in connection with its administration can 
be made use of under certain conditions by state boards administering 
an income tax is a further guarantee that personal returns can be largely 
relied upon in administering the proposed tax. 

Sixth, the administration of the income tax should be in the 
hands of state officials, not local officials. 

Local administration of an income tax has never worked satisfactorily. 
So important is this feature of administration regarded by those who 
have had the most experience that they unhesitatingly declare they 
would not recommend the adoption of an income tax to any state unwill- 
ing to turn over its administration to a well organized state board, 
equipped to gather state-wide information and to make use of it uniformly 
and uninfluenced by local or personal considerations. 

We call attention to the fact that, thus far, we have suggested that 
the income tax be levied upon the income of individuals only, on the 
theory that it is the direct personal contribution of the individual toward 
the support of government and that the income of business will all be 
taxed when it passes into the hands of the individual. The question 
whether the income of business should be subject to an income tax before 
it is distributed is one regarding which there is much diversity of opinion 
and practice, and regarding which we are not fully determined. At first 
thought the proposal to bring only individual incomes under the income 
tax may seem objectionable and it may be argued that by not taxing the 
income of business before distribution so much of the income earneid in 
the State as goes to non-residents of the State would escape taxation. 
Provisions for taxing business incomes may be made in the income tax 
law and it is done in some states. We are not sure, however, but what 
the same results would be obtained and with less complications if we 
resort to the third principle of taxation to which we have previously 
referred and apply to all business, both incorporated and unincorpo- 
rated, some form of a business tax, preferably a tax upon net income 
derived from business carried on within the State. Tt will be readily 
recognized that this so-called business tax will very closely approximate 
the income tax, but with this distinctive difference, it should be propor- 
tionate not progressive. A concern which invests a large capital should 
earn a large income, but it cannot be assumed to benefit more than in 
direct proportion to the size of its investment or the amount of its 
income. 

One further suggestion we would make and that is regarding the dis- 
tribution to be made of the revenue accruing from the income tax. Mani- 
festly it cannot all be turned over to the district in which collected. If 
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that were done the income accruing in some districts would be many 
times that needed for the support of government, while in other dis- 
tricts there would be no revenue at all. The method of distribution 
varies in almost every state. In Massachusetts it is wholly distributed 
to local units, thus lightening local taxation burdens. The State might 
keep the entire revenue, thus benefiting every section of the State to the 
extent that the direct state tax would be reduced. In most states a divi- 
sion of revenue is considered preferable, a portion going to the State, 
another portion to the county and still another portion to subordinate 
political units. 

For the purpose of determining the views of the voters of the State 
with regard to substituting an income tax for the intangible personal 
property tax and in order to pave the way for such substitution, we sug- 
gest the adoption of a constitutional amendment by the Legislature and 
its submission to the voters of the State for their ratification. 

The Board of State Tax Commissioners has in former reports suggested 
amendments to the general tax law in the belief that the changes and 
additions recommended would better the administration of the present 
taxation system. So important do we consider some of these recommen- 
dations that we again call the attention of the Governor and Legislature 
to the following : 

COMMUNITIES RE-ASSESSED TO PAY EXPENSES OP REASSESSMENT AND REVIEW. 

"Require assessing districts found on review to be assessed at 
less than 'cash value' to pay the expenses of such review." 

There are some districts in the State where taxpayers have not recog- 
nized that "cash value" assessments have come to stay. There are indi- 
viduals throughout the State who will attempt to gain the office of 
assessor by promising, if elected, a reduction from the existing assess- 
ments. 

The community that would countenance such an attempt should be 
penalized for so doing. The honest supervisor who has followed the law 
and assessed at ^cash value" should be protected from such dishon- 
orable opposition, and it can best be done by compelling the district that 
has to be re-assessed because of an under assessment by its own officers, 
to pay all expenses for such reassessment. The State and taxpayers in 
properly assessed districts, ought not to be called upon to pay any part 
of such expense. Where the difference between the assessment of the 
supervisor and "cash value" as determined by the Board of State Tax 
Commissioners, does not exceed a certain per cent, say 8%, and may be 
simply a difference in judgment, the expense of determining the true 
valuation should not be borne by the offending district, but should the 
undervaluation exceed a certain fixed amount, the expense, as a matter 
of justice to the communities making a proper assessment, should be 
borne by the offending district. 

CHANGES IN COUNTY EQUALIZATION. 

"Amend the statute providing for the equalization of the several 
assessing districts of a county by the Board of Supervisors so as 
to include personal property in making the equalization, and in 



Digitized by 



Google 



36 REPORT OF THE 

adding to or deducting from the valuations of the taxable property 
of a district, the total valuation of both real and personal properly 
should be included.". 

"Provide that county equalization shall be at 'cash value'." 
"Amend the law allowing an appeal to the Board of State Tax 
Commissioners from the equalization made by the Board of Super- 
visors by removing the restrictions that, 'in such review of equal- 
ization, the Board of State Tax Commissioners shall not increase 
the aggregate valuation of the county'." 

The present law requires the Supervisors to "ascertain whether the 
relative value of the real estate in the respective townships, wards or 
cities, has been equally and uniformly assessed and if found relatively 
unequal to equalize the same by adding to or deducting from the valua- 
tion of the taxable property in auy township or ward, such an amount as 
will produce relatively an equal and uniform valuation of the real prop- 
erty in the county." 

These restrictions may have been proper in the days when property was 
largely real estate, but the tremendous development in recent years of the 
industrial and commercial centers of the State, has been accompanied by 
a tremendous expansion of personal property, especially that of indus- 
trial and mercantile corporations, until there are many assessing dis- 
tricts in the State where the personal property very materially exceeds 
the real property. Any equalization under such conditions based upon 
examination and change in the aggregate of real property only, would 
result in great inequality in the total equalization for the county. The 
limitation in equalization to changes in real estate, sometimes leads 
supervisors to consider that their activities as to "cash value" assess- 
ment, should extend only to real estate, and by some an endeavor is made 
to gain advantage for their district by keeping the valuation of personal 
property low. 

The final paragraph of the Section authorizing an appeal to the Board 
of State Tax Commissioners from county equalization which provides 
that the Board of State Tax Commissioners cannot increase the aggre- 
gate equalization they are reviewing, not only tends to defeat "cash 
value" but greatly increases the difficulties of the Board in their work. 
If the Board of State Tax Commissioners were not governed by this pro- 
viso, it could in most cases settle disputes as to equalization by few 
changes, which, though increasing the aggregate, would not effect the 
valuations of any township, except those found improperly equalized, 
whereas, under the law as it now is, in case of additions to any town- 
ship, reductions of an equal amount must be made in other townships 
to prevent any increase in the aggregate. 

REQUIRE TRUE CONSIDERATIONS TO BE GIVEN IN DEEDS. 

"Amend the law relative to the recording of deeds of conveyance 
of real estate so as to prohibit the recording of same unless the 
true consideration is given in the deed and an affidavit of the 
grantee attached to such deed, setting forth that the consideration 
in such deed is true and actual." 

The constitution requires property to be assessed at its true cash 
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value. The legislature has declared that the term "cash value" shall 
be held to mean the usual selling price of property and the courts have 
declared : "It is a cardinal rule that must never be forgotten that what- 
ever property is worth for the purpose of sale, it is worth for the pur- 
pose of taxation." 

Whatever will assist assessing officers in determining the true "cash 
value" of property and enable them to make a more just and equitable 
assessment is beneficial to the entire State. The community's judgment 
as to the value of real estate is certainly one of the best and safest 
guides to follow and departure from a true statement as to the actual 
consideration at which title of real estate passes rarely has but one pur- 
pose, and that to mislead as to the true value of the property. So com- 
mon is this practice in some communities that it is absolutely unsafe for 
the assessing officer to make any use of the consideration named in real 
estate transfers. In other communities the consideration named is often 
in excess of the true consideration, for the purpose of deceiving those 
seeking to purchase property. If the true consideration for all real 
estate transfers in his district is known to every assessing officer through- 
out the State, and studied and made use of by him in determining the 
assessment, the problem of cash value assessments will be practically 
solved, but when the consideration named is not the true consideration, 
but is false and misleading, this most important and universal factor for 
determining "cash value" must be absolutely abandoned. 

REVISION OP ALL LAWS EXEMITINO PROPERTY FROM TAXATION, 

"Revise, consolidate and make uniform the various laws grant- 
ing exemption from taxation, in whole or in part." 

"Repeal the law exempting from taxation credits that can be 
offset by debits." 

The granting of exemptions from taxation has been practiced for so 
many years, and accomplished under so many legislative acts, and 
extended to so many individuals, associations and organizations, that 
much confusion exists as to what property is intended to be exempted, 
and much diversity in the practice of supervisors throughout the State. 
The amount and value of property exempted from taxation in some com- 
munities, is so considerable as to seriously affect the tax rate, and raises 
a question as to the propriety and justice of many exemptions made by 
local officials, and as to the legality of some that are given. On no point 
are assessing officers more at sea, in nothing is their practice more dis- 
similar, on no point is information oftener asked of the Tax Commission. 
We believe that justice to the great mass of taxpayers calls for thorough 
revision of the laws governing exemptions from taxation. 

In connection with the suggested repeal of the law authorizing the 
exemption from taxation of credits that can be offset by debits, we call 
attention to the fact that no part of the assessment of the real estate of a 
taxpayer can be offset by indebtedness of the owner, even when such 
indebtedness is a lien upon the property; nor any part of the assess- 
ment of personal property, such as live stock of a farmer, or goods of a 
merchant, because the farmer or merchant is in debt, even when the debt 
was contracted to purchase the cattle or the merchandise. Why, then 
should an intangible credit, subject to taxation, be exempt because offset 
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by an intangible indebtedness, especially when the indebtedness may 
have been contracted for some purpose in no way connected with the 
credit which it exempts from taxation? The fundamental principle of 
the general property tax is "equality of burden" for all classes of prop- 
erty, and this would be greatly promoted by the repeal of the law author- 
izing exemption of credits. Such repeal would add to the' assessment 
roll millions of dollars of property now legally exempt, and millions 
more illegally exempt because of using this law as a subterfuge. There 
are hundreds of taxpayers in the larger assessing districts now contrib- 
uting nothing toward the maintenance of government, who would be 
made taxpayers by the repeal of this law. 

/ 

/ 

"Provide for the assessihent by the State Board of Assessors of 
interurban railroads, light $nd power companies, and all corpo- 
rations whose property extends through more than one assessing 
district and who do not contribute to the primary school interest 
fund and for the equitable apportionment of such assessment 
among the several assessing districts in which located." 

The State Board of Assessors now makes the assessment of all public 
service corporations whose taxes go into the primary school fund, and 
for the very obvious reason that such properties, regardless of the effi- 
ciency of the assessing officer in whose district they are located, can only 
be properly valued and taxed as a corporate unit. Local assessing offi- 
cers, even when qualified, can only pass upon the physical property 
located in their districts, and aside from its relations to other parts 
which go to make up the corporate unit. They cannot determine intan- 
gible values, nor to what extent their assessing district should participate 
in values, tangible and intangible, which are not under their immediate 
jurisdiction. These same conditions apply to many public service cor- 
porations not paying taxes into the primary school fund, such as inter- 
urban roads, light and power lines, and to many industrial corporations. 
All of these, to be properly valued, must be valued as a corporate unit, 
and by an examiner possessing the necessary qualifications for the work 
and having access to detailed reports of the financial operations of the 
corporations. 

Tn its work of reviewing assessments, the Board of State Tax Com- 
missioners has found such corporations extending through as many as 
twenty assessing districts, and valued by as many different assessing 
officers with no expert appraisals of property, no reports of business 
operations, and with valuations on the same class of property differing 
in almost every district. The system now in use by the State Board of 
Assessors for assessing railroads and corporations paying taxes into the 
primary school fund of the State, could easily be extended to include 
these aforesaid corporations. 

We must not be understood as suggesting that these corporations 
should be assessed and taxed for the benefit of the primary school fund 
of the State, but simply that the Board of State Tax Commissioners 
should assess such property as a unit, and then apportion such assess- 
ment among the several assessing districts in which located, and certify 
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the value thus determined for each district to the local assessing officer 
to be placed upon his roll. There is a tendency on the part of some cor- 
porations, especially interurban roads, to re-incorporate under the gen- 
eral railroad law, by which action their property disappears from the 
local rolls and is taxable only for the benefit of the primary school fund. 
We regret this tendency, and believe that should the suggested method of 
assessing such property be put into operation, it would have some influ- 
ence toward preventing such re-incorporation. 

REQUIRE STATEMENTS PROM CORPORATIONS. 

''Require all industrial and mercantile corporations doing busi- 
ness in the State to make to the Board of State Tax Commis- 
sioners, not later than the second Monday of April in each year, 
full and complete sworn statements in writing upon forms fur- 
nished by said State Board, giving in detail such information as 
said Board may deem necessary for properly determining the true 
valuation of such corporation, similar statements to be required 
of any firm or association when deemed necessary to properly 
value the business or property of such firm or association ; copies 
of such statements to be furnished to the local assessing officers 
as soon as practical after the second Monday in April." 

The proper assessment of industrial and mercantile corporations, next 
to assessment of intangible property, has always been the most difficult 
problem in our assessment system. To assess this class of property cor- 
rectly and uniformly throughout the State, requires a high degree of 
technical knowledge and business experience, as well as complete infor- 
mation as to the financial affairs of the corporation to be valued. Local 
assessors rarely have the particular qualifications for such work, or, 
possessing the qualifications, are seldom able to secure a complete dis- 
closure of its affairs by a corporation. There is, also, extant in many 
communities a public sentiment favorable to the encouragement of indus- 
trial enterprises through low taxation, so strong that assessing officers 
are influenced by it. The statutory definition of "cash value" as being 
the usual selling price of property at assessment time, cannot always be 
followed by assessing officers, as such properties are rarely bought and 
sold. Some other method must be employed with the inevitable result, 
that great diversity of method, and much unintentional departure from 
"cash value" will follow. 

The Board of State Tax Commissioners in its review of assessments, 
and in its plans of co-operation with supervisors, has examined and 
valued many hundred industrial and mercantile corporations. It has 
almost universally found the officials of such corporations willing to 
make disclosures to its representatives, and to co-operate with them for 
the proper assessment of such corporations. On the completion of the 
review of assessments throughout the State, and the assessment of all 
property at its true cash value, it is very desirable not only that local 
assessors be in a situation to properly review such assessments on a basis 
uniform throughout the State, but, also, that the Board of State Tax 
Commissioners be able to check up such assessments without the Expense 
and delay of personal visits to such corporations. The assessing officer is 
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now required to report bis assessment of corporations to the Board of 
State Tax Commissioners, but in the absence of information by which to 
check such assessments, his reports are of little value. 

It is the belief of the Board of State Tax Commissioners that the sys- 
tem of reports and statements above suggested, would enable the local 
assessing officer and the local board of review, to make and review such 
assessments correctly and uniformly at "cash value," and also give the 
Board of State Tax Commissioners information for suggesting to an 
assessing officer the proper assessment when called upon so to do. It 
would also enable the Tax Commission to review the assessing officer's 
valuations without visiting the property, in case examination and com- 
parison of the report of a corporation and the supervisor's assessment 
indicated that the assessment had not been properly made. 

It might be urged that such corporations are now required to make 
annual reports to the Secretary of State, and that the Tax Commission 
has followed the practice of furnishing such reports to the assessing 
officers. Experience has shown the reports made to the Secretary of 
State to be of little value to an assessing officer and often very confusing. 
The reports here recommended would contain the particular information 
assessing officers require, and would place the assessment of such prop- 
erty on a uniform basis throughout the State. 
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REVIEWS. 

During 1917 and 1918 special reviews were held as follows: 

City of Detroit Wayne county, at Detroit, May 25, 1917. 

Townships of Doyle and Mueller, Schoolcraft county, at Manistique, 
September 4, 1917. 

Townships of Baraga, Covington and L'Anse, Baraga county, L'Anse, 
September 22, 1917. 

City of Ypsilanti, Washtenaw county, at Yysilanti, October 24, 1917. 

City of Detroit, Wayne county, at Detroit, "May 24, 1918. 

Township of Spurr, Baraga county, at L'Anse, August 17, 1918. 

Township of Bruce, Chippewa county, at Sault Ste. Marie, October 
25, 1918. 

Township of Norton, Muskegon county, at Muskegon, October 29, 1918. 



GENERAL REVIEWS. 

The following tables show the results of general reviews held during 
the period covered by this report : 



Chippewa County, 1917. 



district. 



1916. 



Real estate. 



Parsons! 



iby local 
offioers, 1917. 



Real estate. Personal 



Reviewed by lax 
Commission, 1917. 



Real 



Bay Mills.. 

Braes 

•Chippewa. 



Kinross.. 
Piekford. , 
Raber.... 
Rndyard. 



Soo 

Superior 

Whitensh 

Sault Ste. Marie City. 



$181,125 
095,570 



$10,500 
33.220 



$210,400 
701.010 



$9,525 
27,200 



$323,745 
1.144.530 



151.125 

221.399 
590.200 
309.890 
750.506 

797.140 

792.830 

371.770 

6.831,806 



40.450 

4.350 
51.200 
19.250 
50,025 

30.400 

72,000 

09.900 

2,047.000 



151.075 

211.859 

874.050 

374.140 

1.521,015 

1.050,345 
792.830 
833.450 

8.984,370 



50.975 

3,975 
157,475 
20,250 
150.950 

54.750 

72.000 

101.800 

3.089.100 



362,310 

482,300 

955,595 

080,210 

1,520,340 

1,513.000 

1,307,090 

1,409.505 

10.107,170 



$17,525 
134,500 



153,440 

18,100 
155,810* 
152,955 
157,830 

78,850 

300,325 

176,800 

5,559,320 



Total. 



$11,853,359 



$2,434,895 



$15,711,744 



$3,744,000 



$19,932,455 



$6,910,455 



Public hearings were held as follows : 
Brimley, Sept. 19, 1917. 
Township of Drummond, Sept. 19, 1917. 
Township of Piekford. Sept. 19, 1917. 
Township of Raber, Sept. 20, 1917. 
Rudyard, Sept. 20, 1917. 
Sault Ste. Marie Citv, Sept. 21, 1917. 
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Property in the following townships having been assessed by the loca* 
assessing officers at approximate cash value, no reviews were held : 



Assessing district. 


Assessed, 1916. 


Assessed. 1917. 




Real estate. 


Personal. 


Real estate. 


Personal 


Dafter. .... . 


$435,600 
184,350 
202.525 
365.625 


$15,975 
25.875 


$737,450 
293.425 
219,585 
485.055 


$84,750 


Detour ... 


50.500 




13,565 


Trout Iiftkc 


21,100 


60.000 






Total 


$1,188,100 


$62,950 


$1,736,415 


$208,815 







•New. 1918. 



Leelanau County, 1917. 



Assessing district. 


AS 


1. 1016. 


Assessed by local 
officers. 1017. 


Reviewed by Tax 
Commission, 1017. 




Real estate. 


Personal. 


Real estate. 


Personal. 


Real estate. 


Personal. 




$355,455 
148.779 
437.100 
260.165 

133.750 

214,570 

1.035.465 

286.485 


$25,385 
15,330 
31.650 
77,850 

16.310 
15.580 
00.100 
60.400 


$355,275 
164.104 
452.020 
246.020 

141,480 

411,270 

1,006.505 

200.005 


$35,375 
24.164 
45,720 
38.560 

26.065 
25,140 
02.525 
76,580 


$411,225 
305.007 
516.200 
563.065 

225.525 

486.110 

1.208.865 

703,030 


$46,500 


Cleveland 


35,278 


THtnwood , 


47.925 




116.905 


Oleo Arbor 


42,505 


Kasson 


54,005 




134,525 




100,010 






Total 


$2,880,850 


$341,605 


$3,158,650 


$364,120 


$4,510,107 


$588,813 






Assessing district. 


Assessec 


1. 1917. 


Assessed by local 
offioers. 1018. 


Reviewed by Tax 
Commission, 1018. 




Real estate. 


Personal 


Real estate. 


Personal. 


Real estate. 


Personal. 


Centerville 


$383,340 


$55,705 


$383,340 


$55,705 


$420,485 


$67,070 







Public hearings were held as follows : 
. Leland, September 27, 1917. 

Township of Glen Arbor, September 28, 1917. 

Empire, September 28, 1917. 

Northport, October 23, 1917. 

Township of Elm wood, October 24, 1917. 

Centerville, July 23, 1918. 

Property in the following townships having been assessed by the local 
assessing officers at approximate cash value, no reviews were held: 



Assessing district. 


Assessed, 1017. 


Assessed, 101& 




Real estate. 


Personal. 


Real estate. 


Personal. 


Solon 


$320,615 
401,505 


$64,825 
108,340 


$388,000 
554,200 


$08,560 




156,505 






Total 


$821,210 


$173,165 


$042,200 


$255,066 
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Lemwce County, 1917. 



district. 



Assessed, 1916. 



Real estate. Personal. 



Assessed by local 
officers, 1917. 



Real estate. Personal. 



Reviewed by Tax 
Commission, 1917. 



Real estate. Personal 



Adrian 

BlMfield.. 
Cambridge 
Clinton. . . 
Deerfiek).. 

Dover 

Fairfield... 
Franklin.. 
Hudson... 
Macon 

Madison.. 
Medina... 
Ogden.... 
Palmyra... 
Raisin. . . . 

Ridgeway. 

Riga 

RoUin 

Rome 

Sc 

Ti 

Woodstock 
Adrian City 

Total.. 



$1,722,600 
2,681,650 
1,217,025 
1,261.750 
1,608,475 

1,518 850 
2,091,850 
1,463,000 
1,612.050 
1.537,100 

1,696,930 
2,040,925 
2,864,670 
2,046,130 
1.517.975 

1.505,880 
2,689.650 
1,463,130 
1,346,930 

2,958,015 
1,988,100 
1,663.900 
7,670,475 



$131,500 
332.400 
142.550 
344,100 
95,825 

137.250 
177,825 
124.400 
115.620 
64.800 

147.670 
186.125 
208.860 
242.145 
144.725 

147.250 
233.800 
121.200 
113.490 

419.050 

467.600 

217,375 

2,749,440 



$1,724,700 
2,710,700 
1.219,320 
1,275.550 
1,629.800 

1,520 050 
2,123.800 
1,466.000 
1.616,000 
1,534,800 

1,678.300 
2.061.150 
2,907,000 
2.046,130 
1,530,525 

1,523.350 
2,693,350 
1.470,930 
1,351,530 

3,009.290 
1,999,950 
1,671,800 
7,722,250 



$142,900 
337,500 
153.090 
392.550 
105.500 

142,550 
184.500 
129,200 
144,150 
114,850 

198,210 
247,450 
217,040 
283,050 
161,550 

139,600 
270.800 
162.000 
126.090 

413,975 

476,050 

239,075 

2,851,650 



$1,943,450 
3,337,980 
1,642,250 
1,535,675 
2,005,720 

1,947,030 
2,721,225 
1,959,735 
1,989,700 
1,941,700 

1,945,900 
2,777,100 
3.905,950 
2,358,820 
1,773,425 

2,201,500 
4,042 650 
1,773,880 
1,770.860 

3.892,575 
2,413,650 
1,821,075 
8.595,425 



$172,275 
571,870 
251,190 
433,155 
197,575 

204,820 
278,450 
215,500 
217,075 
139,175 

255,795 
319,325 
296,650 
302,375 
181,600 

186,350 
392,550 
218,150 
160,810 

676,890 

702,750 

322,905 

3,392,410 



$48,167,060 



$7,065,000 



$48,486,275 



$7,633,330 



$60,297,275 



$10,089,645 



Public hearings were held as follows : 
Adrian, August 21, 1917. 
Blissfield, August 22, 1917. 
Deerfield, August 23, 1917. 
Tecumseh, August 24, 1917. 
Clinton, August 28, 1917. 
Dover Center, August 29, 1917. 
City of Adrian, September 5-6, 1917. 
Rome Center, September 7, 1917. 
Morenci, September 8, 1917. 
Hudson, October 2, 1917. 
Jasper, October 3, 1917. 
Ogden Center, October 4, 1917. 
Tipton, October 22, 1917. 
Onsted, October 23, 1917. 
Devil's Lake, October 24, 1917. 
Township of Medina, October 25, 1917. 
Township of Rollin, October 26, 1917. 
Hudson City reviewed 1918. 
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Mackinac County, 1917. 



Annming district. 


Assessed, 1916. 


Assessed by local 
officers, 1917. 


Reviewed by Tax 
Commission, 1917. 




Real estate. 


Personal 


Real estate. 


Personal. 


Real estate. 


Personal. 


Bois Blanc 


$112,240 
308.624 
450.160 
242.765 
383.766 

518.660 
365.960 
198.845 
678.625 
571.500 


$19,315 

17.235 

48.560 

71,000 

7.030 

36.460 
21,400 
10.600 
262.160 
146.875 


$141,925 
469.055 
526.960 
237.682 
460.376 

504.860 
447.310 
198.845 
751.900 
618,152 


$6,060 
83.160 
76.820 
86.400 
27,000 

36,650 

31,270 

10.600 

283.060 

210.110 


$291,406 
478.163 
730,605 
556.780 
643.074 

616.346 
466.060 
381,196 
1.144.375 
632.772 


$17,950 




91,185 


CWk 


86,145 


Hendricks 


88,626 


Mormn 


26,400 


Newton 


77,900 


Portage 


62,330 


S^, Tg«fM* , 


34,225 


Mackinac Inland City. . 


392,776 


8* TgnfM* CHty ... 7 . . . 


210.680 






Total 


$3,831,124 


$638,606 


$4,347,065 


$860,940 


$6,839,764 


$1,088,115 







Public hearings were held as follows : 
Gould City, September 5, 1917. 
City of St. Ignace, September 24, 1917. 
Cedarville, September 24, 1917. 
City of Mackinac Island, September 25, 1917. 

Property in the following townships having been assessed by the local 
assessing officers at approximate cash value, no reviews were held: 



Assessing district. 


Assessed, 1916. 


Assessed. 1917. 




Real estate. 


Personal 


Real estate.' 


Personal 


Qarfield ." 


$441,290 
269.016 
573.030 


$121,325 
61.695 
14.160 


$602,230 
365,770 
723,519 


$90,100 




96,220 




28,820 






Total 


$1,283,335 


$197,170 


$1,591,519 


$216,140 







Menominee County, 1917. 



Assessing district. 


Assessed, 1916. 


Assessed by local 
officers. 1917. 


Reviewed by Tax 
Commission, 1917. 




Real estate. 


Personal. 


Real estate. 


Personal. 


Real estate. 


Personal 


Nadeau 


$1,015,370 


$146,110 


$878,660 


$80,900 


$981,100 


$171,985 







A public hearing was held at Carney, September 1, 1917. 
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Assessing district 


Aimed, 1918. 


Assessed by local 
officers, 1917. 


Reviewed by Tax 
Commission, 1917. 




Reel estate. 


Personal. 


Real estate. 


Personal. 


Real estate. 


PersonaL 


Nestor..... 


1278,430 


18,780 


8265,880 


88,770 


8233,850 


88,200 







A public hearing was held at Nester, October 2, 1917. 



Schoolcraft County, 1917. 



Assessing district 


Assessed, 1916. 


Assessed by local 
officers, 1917. 


Reviewed by Tax 
Commission, 1917. 




Real estate. 


Personal. 


Real estate. 


Personal. 


Real estate. 


Personal. 


Thompson 


8467,795 


8100,129 


8516,950 


8130,245 


8096,018 


8148.275 







A public hearing was held at Manistique, September 4, 1917. 



Washtenaw County, 1917. 



Assessing district 



1916. 



Real estate. 



Personal. 



Assessed by local 
officers, 1917. 



Real 



Personal. 



Reviewed by Tax 
CommiasbD, 1917. 



Real estate. 



PersonaL 



Ann Arbor 

Augusta 

Bndgewater 

Dexter 

Freedom 

lima 

Lorn* 

Lyndon 

Manchester 

NorthfteM 

PHtsfield 

Salem 

Saline 

Scio., 

Sharon 

Superior 

Sylvan 

Webster 

York 

Ypsdanti 

Ann Arber City.. 
Ypalanti City: 

first District. . 

Seoond District 

Total. . . 



81,376,475 

869,550 

1,049,730 

618,590 

925.600 
1,615,750 
1,252,860 

519,485 

1,295.075 
900,600 

1.451,150 
961,575 

1,486.450 
1.324.300 
1.029.630 
1,068.820 

1,429,060 

899.880 

1,614,475 

1,245,260 

13.843.585 

3.192.360 
976,500 



8197.860 
57,000 
89,600 
28,850 

138,600 
221.975 
138,595 
39,300 

225,375 

98.800 

, 277,950 

58,876 

182,100 
220,300 
129,700 
112,770 

377,950 

91,650 

247,435 

212,684 

2,588,635 

1,069,695 
186,618 



81.447.176 

872.900 

1.050.030 

619,090 

925,600 
1,592,550 
1,256,270 

519,785 

1,307.400 
895,900 

1,421,300 
955,625 

1,522,200 
1,324.300 
1.029.030 
1,066.760 

1,455,800 

900,880 

1,527,625 

1,256,122 

14.816,210 

3.425,440 
984,850 



8234,300 
67.875 
133.940 
42.200 

172,195 
285,375 
164,065 
42,120 

221,400 
100,100 
279,825 
55,250 

187,900 
220,300 
134,650 
108,975 

375,280 

91,690 

244,190 

235,916 

2,988,695 

1,033,070 
217,260 



82,112,020 
1,580,270 
1.458,610 



1,203,280 

1,736,430 

1,739,110 

658,620 

1,940.480 
1,434,970 
2,045,950 
1,324,770 

2,140,480 
1,989,365 
1,337,260 
1,695,190 

2.239,665 
1,812,920 
2,429,755 
2,069,010 

24,113,825 

4.413,540 
1,156,940 



8261,210 
137.275 
154,810 
102,150 

237,680 
333,215 
228,520 
84,820 

399,900 
218,210 
393,815 
150,460 

361,930 
482,070 
207,790 
186,360 

737,366 
130,870 
427,080 
339,720 

5,192,970 

1,169,060 
321,295 



840,846,759 



86,992,307 



842,172,832 



87,636,671 



863.016,145 



812,207,576 



Digitized by 



Google 



46 



REPORT OF THE 



Public hearings were held as follows : 
City of Ypsilanti, June 27, 1917. 
City of Ann Arbor, July 5-6, 1917. 
Township of Pittsfield, September 13, 1917. 
Township of Lyndon, September 14, 1917. 
Township of Seio, September 14, 1917. 
Milan, September 15, 1917. 
Township of Dexter, September 15, 1917. 
Ann Arbor, September 17, 1917. 
Chelsea, October 2, 1917. 
Township of Lodi, October 4, 1917. 
Township of Webster, October 17, 1917. 
Township of Freedom, October 17, 1917. 
Whitmore Lake, October 18, 1917. 
Township of Bridgewater, October 18, 1917. 
Manchester, October 19, 1917. 
Saline, October 22, 1917. 
Lima, October 23, 1917. 
Township of Superior, October 25, 1917. 
Township of Salem, October 26, 1917. 



Wayne County, 1917. 



Assessing district. 



, 1916. 



Red estate. Personal. 



Assessed by loeal 
officers, 1917. 



Real estate. Personal. 



Reriewed by Tax 
Commission, 1917. 



Real estate. Personal. 



Brownstown . . . 

Canton 

Dearborn 

Ecorse 

Gratiot 

Greenfield 

Groasclale .... 
Groese Pointe. . 

Hamtramck 

Huron 

Livonia 

Monguagon 

Nankin 

Northville 

Plymouth , 

Redford 

Romulus 

Springwells. ... 

Sumpter 

Taylor 

Van Buren 

Wyandotte City 

Total 



$1,083,990 
1,236,000 
5.508,290 

14,231,605 
4,928,210 

35,130.920 

2,100,600 

21,538,120 

32.772,740 

773,375 

1,143,680 
1.902,000 
1.602,555 
1.501,035 

1,764,445 

3,824,650 

893,855 

4.814,065 

743.350 

830,230 

1.375,550 

6,255,730 



$151,350 

178,000 

3,536.325 

2,453,850 

123,100 

1.759.410 

207,400 

6.787.798 

30,852,420 

42,650 

26,650 
367.600 
333,195 
317,465 

373,270 

215.600 

61,700 

443.110 

51,919 

34,900 

202,050 

863,175 



$1,704,195 
1,276,350 
5,816,145 

16,924,695 
4,248,025 

34,209,650 
2.375,650 
22,466,270 
37.483.085 
866,285 

1,143.680 
2,133,600 
2,068,025 
1,534,935 

1,955,030 

5,614,650 

973,070 

4.424.675 

680,440 

829,350 

1,409,400 

7.917,250 



$145,800 

178,175 

4,069,560 

3,049,750 

51,400 

2,152,770 

226,500 

7,852,100 

46,372,420 

46,250 

' 26.650 
324,000 
388,755 
281.385 

423,725 

276.800 

65,800 

331,000 

43,370 

37,350 

210.990 

1.059.425 



$2,775,600 
2,204.660 
7,997,715 

30,304,710 
7.012,530 

42,632,630 
3.464,420 
44,619,600 
54,295,370 
1,903.940 

2.361.655 
4.552.500 
3.776.535 
2,024,455 

2,879,580 
8.226,500 
1,897,170 
6,883,195 

1,224,650 
1.494.430 
2,474,400 
12,328,565 



$316,140 

226,140 

4.698,630 

6,503,070 

208.410 

4.934.870 

. 266,460 

8.489,980 

76.090,480 

162.530 

206,400 
485.380 
597,966 
506,010 

677.685 
576,160 
210,815 
323,900 

106.230 

100,120 

365,940 

3.298,810 



$146,553,995 



$49,381,937 



$157,954,455 



$67,613,975 



$247,234,750 



$108,348,555 



Public hearings were held as follows : 
Highland Park, August 9-10-11, 1917. 
Township of Ecorse, August 14-15, 1917. 
New Boston, August 23, 1917. 
Redford, August 23, 1917. 
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Flatrock, August 24, 1917. 

Loomis Center, August 24, 1917. 

Dearborn, August 25, 1917. 

Township of Taylor, August 25, 1917. 

City of Wyandotte, September 7, 1917. 

Township of Grosse Pointe, September 10, 1917. 

St. Clair Heights, September 11, 1917. 

Wayne, September 13, 1917. 

Northville, September 14, 1917. 

Township of Romulus, September 15, 1917. 

Plymouth, September 27, 1917. 

Belleville, September 27, 1917. 

Township of Canton, September 28, 1917. 

Trenton, September 28, 1917. 

Alger County, 1918. 



Assessing district 


Assessed, 1017. 


Assessed by local 
officers, 1918. 


Reviewed by Tax 
Commission, 1918. 




Real estate. 


Perrons!. 


Real estate. 


Personal 


Real estate, 


Personal. 


Au Train 


$1,134,675 
928,415 
142,970 
916,500 
629,045 

969,730 

398,575 

1,228,300 

1,452,480 


$158,485 

8,000 

8,750 

59.400 

61,600 

61,100 

2.800 

178,750 

454,650 


$1,145,320 
928.415 
142.970 
956.900 
675.410 

955,890 

445.585 

1.474.900 

2.645.610 


$106,900 
8.000 
58.250 
91.675 
59,290 

174,370 

1.900 

163.806 

1.326,205 


$1,491,845 
1.483,470 

261,820 
1,012,245 

668,905 

1,916,315 
1,217,145 
1,167,185 
2,576,440 


$137,260 


Burt 


17,800 


fWnd Island 


124,200 


Limestone 


111,170 


Mathias 


73,735 


Munising 


197,760 


Onota..T 


6,350 

204,550 

1,977,435 


Rock River 


Munising City .... 




Total 


$7,800,690 


$993,535 


$9,371,000 


$1,990,396 


$11,794,370 


$2,850,250 





Public hearings were held as follows : 
Grand Marais, September 3, 1918. 
Township of Mathias, September 4, 1918. 
Chatham, September 5, 1918. 
Munising, September 6, 1918. 

Benzie County, 1918. 



Assessing district. 


Assessed, 1917. 


Assessed by local 
officers, 1918. 


Reviewed by Tax 
Commission, 1918. 




Real estate. 


Personal. 


Real estate. 


Personal 


Real estate. 


Personal 


Alrnira 


$237,280 
231,850 
281,675 
365,480 
267,620 

223,270 
124,040 
257,510 
265,245 


$9,540 
8,610 
10,985 
41,330 
H.930 

12.130 

5,275 

20.040 

29,700 


$237,470 
231,850 
272,905 
361.780 
267,760 

262.680 
126,040 
309,170 
262,890 


$16,820 
8.610 
21.485 
66.950 
15.460 

18.020 
9,155 
36,876 
26,570 


$272,120 
312,680 
257,840 
387,900 
299,680 

262,030 
165,680 
337,160 
301,560 


$21,240 
30,970 
24,885 
96,245 
22,295 

19.370 

9.105 

51.565 

43.160 


Blaine 


Colfax 


Homestead 


Inland 


Joyfield 


Lav : :..:.:.. 


Platte 


Weldon 




Total 


$2,253,970 


$149,540 


$2,332,545 


$219,946 


$2,596,650 


$318,835 
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Public hearings were held as follows : 
Honor, July 24, 1918. 
Township of Joy field, July 25, 1918. 
Thompson ville, July 26, 1918. 



I 



Property in the following townships having been assessed by the local 
assessing officers at approximate cash value, no reviews were held : 



Aasessin 


g district 


Assessed, 1917. 


Assessed, 1918. 




Real estate. 


Personal 


Real estate. 


Personal. 


BfKHOnift T ...... W T r . T ....... t T ..... T 


$611,660 
816,170 
214,740 


$81,630 
88,216 
33,200 


$706,460 
966,140 
260,970 


$106,930 


Crystal I«ke 


137,200 


Gifmore. ...... T - 


40,766 






Total 


$1,641,460 


$202,945 


$1,923,660 


$286,886 










Clare County, 1918. 



1917. 



Real estate 



Personal 



Iby local 
officers, 1918. 



Real 



Personal. 



Reviewed by Tax 
* ' ,1918. 



Real estate. 



Arthur 

Franklin 

Freeman.... 
Frost 

Garfield 

Grant 

Greenwood.. 
Hamilton. . . . 

Hatton 

Hayes 

T-ji yvJi^ 

Redding 

Sheridan.... 
Summerfield. 

Surrey 

Winterfield.. 

Clare City: 
1st Ward.. 
2nd Ward.. 
3rd Ward.. 

Harrison City: 
1st Ward.. 
2ndWard. . 
3rdWard.. 

Total. . . . 



$466,040 
114,306 
170,376 
186,626 

196,196 
668,446 
280.626 
264,300 

258.100 
129.960 
163.210 
196.480 

723,980 

77,700 

310,850 

234,060 



60,715 
291,685 
228,225 



38,690 
31,865 
41,415 



$21,985 
3,860 
6.266 
7,985 

11,960 
34.895 
18.000 
21,580 

15.880 
3,675 
2,560 
4,500 

32,875 
7,460 

39,780 
4,492 



40,725 
85,260 
90,600 



5,250 
19.962 
13,888 



$454,420 
160.625 
176,345 
193,235 

208,406 
558,496 
327,150 
262,950 

259,070 
194,180 
166.820 
194.425 

740.660 

77,710 

331.940 

236,075 



55,000 
291,435 
227,990 



38.950 
29,590 
40,450 



$40,855 
19,795 
7.035 
11.540 

10.850 
62.906 
25.915 
24,750 

26.330 
10,275 
4.840 
5.900 

49.250 

9.126 

49,375 

21,382 



48,876 
86,850 
94.800 



5,250 
17.462 
17,230 



$646,990 
160,630 
226,090 
199.500 

284,440 
762,810 
363,660 
387,760 

369,000 
181,750 
186.000 
200,100 

861,920 
86.170 
418,275 
286,980 



63,475 
366,335 
289,270 



46,440 
34,620 
47,200 



$82,790 
19,800 
14.270 
18,160 

33,150 
81,715 
45,070 
66,440 

68.000 
14,800 
8,480 
12,470 

98,930 
10,376 
93,960 
30,100 



69,210 
143,426 
136,100 



7,810 
28.780 
25,715 



$4,998,145 



$492,907 



$5,225,920 



$640,690 



$6,458,406 



$1,098,640 
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Public hearings were held as follows : 
Harrison City, August 13, 1918. 
Township of Greenwood, August 14, 1918. 
Township of Sheridan, August 14, 1918. 
Township of Arthur, August 15, 1918. 
Township of Winterfield, August 15, 1918. 
Clare City, August 16, 1918. 
Township of Redding, August 16, 1918. 
Township of Garfield, August 17, 1918. 
Farwell, August 17, 1918. 

Iron County, 1918. 



Astfasing district. 


Assessed, 1917. 


Assessed by local 
officers. 1918. 


Reviewed by Tax 
Commission, 1918. 




Real estate. 


Personal. 


Real estate. 


Personal. 


Real estate. 


EersonaL 


CrystalFalls City, .,-.--- T 


12.182.552 


$601,838 


12.616,415 


1454.064 


$2,694,569 


$560,160 







A public hearing was held at Crystal Falls City, August 14, 1918. 



Isabella County, 1918. 



Assessing district. 


Assessed, 1917. 


Assessed by local 
officers 1918. 


Reviewed by Tax 
Commission, 1918. 




Real estate. 


Personal. 


Real estate. 


Personal 


Real estate. 


Personal 


Broomfield 


$425,400 

818.935 

1,832.670 

361.190 

713,070 

800.650 

813.030 

362.980 

1.421,525 

1.135,750 

958,850 
476.540 
319,460 
1.378.550 
998.490 

811.600 

737.325 
964.840 
551,250 


$40,250 
44.310 

172,880 
39,200 
41.030 

32.235 
80.940 
33.000 
89.600 
72,175 

94,550 
64,755 
49,830 
85,450 
65,300 

38,650 

186,795 
169,910 
114.880 


$430,950 
819.880 
2,079.930 
362.290 
722.420 

791,050 

813.560 

361.620 

1.428.525 

1.135,400 

964,130 
560,675 
322,750 
1.373.750 
998.680 

821,675 

735,025 
973,190 
562,575 


$39,060 
55,705 

188,850 
35,100 
41,150 

33,600 
70,390 
32,600 
86,500 
89,825 

110,920 
85,605 
58,910 
83,650 
67,660 

31,200 

190,135 
166,915 
125,480 


$693,450 
932,920 
2,465,190 
550,280 
869,480 

935,050 
1,040,660 

550,400 
1,756,560 
1,468,100 

1,362,430 

903.160 

538.780 

1.715.560 

1,361,300 

1,042,900 

1,040,750 

1,221,890 

619,600 


$59,050 
82,270 

338,430 
72,040 
85,730 


Chippewa 


Ooe 


CoMwater 


Deerficld 


Denver 


83,650 


Fremont. 


112,820 
63,450 
229,980 
125,500 

185,120 


Gilmore 


Isabella 


Lincoln 


Nottawa 


Holland 


194,430 


Sherman 


124,300 


Union 


149,630 
135,860 

91,550 

461,250 


Vernon 


Wise 


Mt Pleeent City: 
1st Ward 


2nd Ward 


263,690 


3rd Ward 


190,180 






Total 


$15,881,835 


$1,616,740 


$16,258,075 


$1,593,245 


$21,140,460 


$3,048,930 
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Public hearings were held as follows : 
Township of Gilmore, October 1, 1918. 
Rosebush, October 1, 1918. 
Del win, October 2, 1918. 
Township of Broomfield, October 2, 1918. 
Township of Nottowa, October 3, 1918. 
Township of Fremont, October 3, 1918. 
Township of Chippewa, October 4, 1918. 
Mt. Pleasant, October 4-10, 1918. 
Blanchard, October 9, 1918. 
Shepherd, October 11, 1918. 



Lapeer County, 1918. 



district. 



1917. ' 



Real estate. 



Personal. 



by local 
, 1918. 



Real estate. Personal, 



Reviewed by Tax 
" ,1918. 



Real estate Personal. 



Almont 

Arcadia 

Attica 

Burlington 

Burnside 

Deerfield 

Dry den 

Elba 

Goodland 

Hadley 

Imlay 

Lapeer 

Marathon 

Mayfield 

Metamora 

North Branch... 

Oregon 

Rich 

Lapeer City: 
First District... 
Second District 

Total 



$1,079,800 

522.250 

890.860 

883.195 

1.278.320 

519.365 

1,014.850 

834.960 

727.860 

1,130,950 

1,268,650 
750.300 
945,185 
596.900 

855.840 
978.650 
600.570 
692.350 



731,710 
606.990 



1482,795 
56.525 
90,680 
67.000 
64.280 

30.950 
148.300 
108.500 

27,000 
143,150 

206.250 
72,800 

143,560 
47,770 

137,940 
149,150 
44.655 
69,300 



248.730 
153.657 



$1,342,400 

527.000 

983,270 

866,915 

1,285,670 

522,315 

1,043.750 

836.410 

726.860 

1.374.200 

1.261,360 
747.700 
978.590 
602,555 

869.110 

1.000.050 

610,505 

695.950 



921.025 
745.170 



$267,650 
71,700 
109,670 
62,576 
89.150 

42.875 
150.900 
122.400 

26,000 
182.000 

233.900 
72.570 

184,490 
52,610 

156,000 
133,675 
66,950 
67,650 



275,690 
242,810 



$2,212,125 

902,250 

1,376,205 

1.613,095 

2,163,475 

876,520 
1,552,125 
1,351,950 
1,155,460 
1,403,950 

2.187.630 

1.231.850 

1,412.480 

930,610 

1,187.695 

1,786.070 

940,775 

1.241,650 



1,174.425 
876,310 



$356,866 

165.250 
142.475 
206.050 
217,260 

112,000 
239,025 
170,400 
111,570 
215,960 

501,505 
154.250 
259,970 
102,476 

224,980 
410,070 
99,635 
147,475 



376,295 
301,195 



$16,911,055 



$2,492,992 



$17,940,805 



$2,610,765 



$27,576,650 



$4,514,( 



Public hearings were held as follows : 
Lapeer City, July 9, 1918. 
Imlay City, July 9, 1918. 
Township of Rich, July 9, 1918. 
Lapeer City, July 10, 1918. 
Township of Almont, July 10, 1918. 
Lum, July 10, 1918. 
Dryden, July 11, 1918. 
Columbia ville, July 11, 1918. 
North Branch, July 12, 1918. 
Township of Hadley, July 12, 1918. 
Township of Burnside, July 12, 1918. 
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Anmmng district. 


Assessec 1 


1, 1917. 


Assessed by local 
officers, 1918. 


Reviewed by Tax 
Commission, 1918. 




Real estate. 


Personal. 


Real estate. 


Personal. 


Real estate. 


Personal. 


Hudson City 


$1,504,200 


$883,150 


$1,593,275 


$900,450 


$1,605,975 


$914,100 







A public hearing was held at Hudson City August 2, 1918. 



Luce County, 1918. 



Assessing district, 


Assessed. 1917. 


Assessed by local 
officers, 1918. 


Reviewed by Tax 
Commission, 1918. 




Real estate. 


Personal. 


Real estate. 


Personal. 


Real estate. 


Personal. 


Columbus . . . , 


$798,921 

550,661 

3,346,695 

974,870 


$29,250 
26,000 

395,800 
61,210 


$798,921 

550.661 

3.346.695 

974,870 


$29,250 
26,000 

395.800 
61,210 


$1,114,640 

676, 175 

5,774,640 

1,119,810 


$61,850 


IflkffaM 


81,025 


McMilWn 


998,200 


Pentland 


86.600 






Total 


$5,671,147 


$512,260 


$5,671,147 


$512,260 


$8,685,265 


$1,227,675 



Public hearings were held as follows : 
Township of Lakefield, November 25, 1018. 
Newberry, November 26, 1918. 



Manistee County, 1918. 



district. 



Arcadia 

Bear Lake. 

Brown 

Geon 

Dickson 

Filer 

Manistee 

Maple Grove. 

Manila 

Norman 

Onekama. . 
Pleasanton... 
Springdale. . . . 
Stronach . . . . 
Manistee City 

Total.... 



Assessed. 1917. 



Real estate. 



$355,325 
679,525 
360.030 
628.550 
413.360 

219.400 
573.510 
279,365 
369.170 
294.150 

484,420 
435,360 
332.500 
139.630 
4,018,590 



$9,582,890 



Personal. 



$153,640 
51.325 
19.470 
78,550 
59.575 

1.166.147 
44.650 
22,175 
36.450 
19,350 

28.665 
18,065 
6.770 
7.725 
1,898.985 



$3,611,542 



1 by local 
officers, 1918. 



Real estate. Personal 



$378,300 
682.400 
360,765 
622,165 
727,255 

240.490 
571.675 
318.780 
369.770 
296,725 

505,315 
433,540 
332.810 
141,275 
3.935,150 



$9,916,415 



$134,450 
53.182 
20.620 
96.850 
29,200 

1.085.721 
19.300 
21,175 
34,410 
18.700 

28,495 
17.264 
6,330 
7,725 
1.882.825 



$3,456,247 



Reviewed by Tax 
Commission, 1918. 



Real estate. Personal 



$555,585 
882,955 
516.190 
820.850 

1,157,240 

646,195 
803.120 
414,995 
488,930 
398.950 

729.410 
594,410 
324,010 
224.595 
5.098,915 



$13,656,350 



$160,925 
104,382 

59.625 
165.325 

77.625 

1.135,376 
71,345 
60,160 
61,090 
61.350 

66,130 
58,840 
14,700 
27.975 
3.445.990 



$5,560,838 
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Public hearings were held as follows : 
Manistee, October 8, 1918. 
Bear Lake, October 9, 1918. 
Onekama, October 9, 1918. 
Copemish, October 10, 1918. 
Arcadia, October 10, 1918. 
Kalera, October 11, 1918. 
Township of Stronach, November 14, 1918. 
Wellston, November 15, 1918. 



Mason County, 1918. 



Assessing district. 


AOBCflBCt 


, 1917. 


Assessed by local 
officers, 1918. 


Reviewed by Tax 
Commission, 1918. 




Real estate. 


Personal. 


Real estate. 


Personal. 


Real estate. 


Personal. 


Amber 


$600,620 
243,740 
836.730 
479,480 
523.790 

381,353 
310,090 
254,420 
125,657 

442,800 

1,094,310 

276,635 

710,640 

374,630 

694.400 

3,525,215 

538.210 


$38,130 

6,720 

51,780 

22.675 

35,040 

8,270 
6,270 
9,215 
1,830 

122,550 
40,990 
8,760 
63,400 

19.940 
27,500 
921.840 
228,165 


$600,720 
207,697 
839,330 
479.870 
491,915 

383,967 
458.875 
238,250 
142.460 

440,950 

1,091,060 

277,990 

715,740 

368,460 

700.790 

3.569,310 

533.440 


$47,900 

5.800 

56.360 

26.390 

38,665 

13,875 
19,175 
5,830 
3.316 

152,950 
41,860 
12,130 
68,430 

17.720 

32,150 

.931,480 

228,950 


$864,700 

259,710 

1,188.210 

601,900 

696,540 

465.970 
482,550 
270,290 
142,500 

617,180 
1.233,970 

407.060 
1.109.340 

608.640 

928,825 

4.933,555 

671,655 


$86,100 


Branch 


17,390 


Custer 


178.750 


Eden 

Freesoil 


68,280 
83.460 


Grant 


50,225 


Hamlin 


34,130 


Logan 


22,860 


Meade 


13,590 


Pare Marquette 


273.140 


Riverton 


113.655 


Sheridan 

Sherman 


30,280 
151,310 


Summit 


42,020 


Victory 


104.900 


T Aldington City , 


1,915,175 


ScottYilleCity. 


377,130 






Total 


$11,412,720 


$1,613,075 


$11,541,004 


$1,702,981 


$15,482,595 


$3,562,395 







Public hearings were held as follows : 
Ludington City, August 20, 1918. 
Township of Riverton, August 21, 1918. 
Township of Victory, August 21, 1918. 
Township of Logan, August 22, 1918. 
Scottville City, August 22, 1918. 
Township of Freesoil, August 23, 1918. 
Village of Fountain, August 23, 1918. 
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Mecosta County, 1918. 



Assessing district. 


Assessed. 1917. 


Assessed by local 
officers, 1918. 


Reviewed by Tax 
Commission, 1918. 




Real estate. 


Personal. 


Real estate. 


Personal. 


Real estate. 


Personal 


Aetna 


$402,335 
320.260 
506.260 
378.345 
507,415 

536.575 
531,560 
342,040 
698,300 

619.265 
366.330 
810.085 
566.740 

406.070 

447,733 

692,800 

2,265,305 


$105,645 

7.750 

43.320 

46.120 

47,100 

32,800 
129,345 
22.400 
34,350 

89,370 
26.555 
84,950 
62,880 

48,600 
24,157 
115.975 
764.225 


$401,045 
323,435 
508,730 
380.620 
511,500 

534,875 
548,740 
345,295 
700,200 

624,390 
366,740 
804,485 
569,440 

457.965 

458,260 

697,325 

2,265,305 


$99,490 
14,625 
44,690 
50.710 
55,650 

29,725 
123,750 
39.975 
36,125 

87,550 
35,125 
77,815 
68,505 

49,250 
24,770 
126,850 
764,225 


$555,775 
454.805 
650,170 
502.620 
675.500 

793,525 
693.420 
442,895 
880,100 

903.750 
461,450 
974,410 
980.375 

535,695 

576,450 

1,074,725 

2,540,310 


$118,780 


Austin 


31,095 


Big^ Rapids 


57.040 


Chippewa 


as. 000 


Colfax 


89,340 


Deerfield 


63.490 


Fork 


184,600 


Grant 


44,050 


Green 


85.405 


Hinton 


98,150 


Martiny 


55,250 


Mecosta 


108,900 


Millbrook 


119,275 


Morton 

Sh*ridnn 


74,205 
54,300 


Wheatland 


210,250 


Big Rapids City 


950.300 






Total 


$10,397,408 


$1,685,542 


$10,498,350 


$1,728,830 


$13,695,975 


$2,407,430 







Public hearings were held as follows : 
City of Big Rapids, November 19, 1918. 
Village of Remus, November 20, 1918. 
Village of Mecosta, November 20, 1918. 
Village of Morley, November 21, 1918. 
Village of Stanwood, November 22, 1918. 
Village of Banyton, November 22, 1918. 

Midland County, 1918. 



Assessing district. 


A — 


1, 1917. 


Assessed by local 
officers, 1918. 


Reviewed by Tax 
Commission, 1918. 




Real estate. 


Personal. 


Real estate. 


Personal. 


Real estate. 


Personal. 


Geneva 


$585,460 
247.950 
366.295 
487,025 

1,255.575 

875,300 
618,700 
246,465 
263,275 
811,460 

305,600 
589,760 
703,290 
652,855 


$25,635 
3,890 
15.055 
68.255 

112.350 

26,180 
44,650 
10,190 
21,925 
54,730 

9,230 
20,140 
21,580 
18,445 

16,150 
50,100 
11,450 


$690,035 
245.995 
393,985 
504,470 

1,301,500 

885,410 
504,000 
248,575 
264,175 
905,450 

307,895 
599,630 
701,570 
646,350 


$26,735 
4,360 
31,925 
72,090 

129,400 

47.760 
43,320 
11,995 
21,615 
80.405 

10,685 
23,530 
26,880 
16,235 

14,536 
51,730 
13,650 


$585,540 

232,250 

387,935 

510.325 

1.435.950 

955.625 
596,075 
257,825 
270,825 
1,080,740 

312,875 
642,450 
728,240 
693,650 


$58,710 


OreendaJe 


12,925 


Homer 


42,120 


Hope. . . % 


77,000 


IngersoU * 


170,375 


Jasper 


93,860 


Larlrin, 


61,160 


Lee 


22,550 


Lincoln 


28,600 


Midland 


113.250 


Mills 


18.495 


Mt. Haley 


55,580 


Porter 


53,880 


Warren 


61,150 


Coleman City: 
1st Ward 


29,036 


2nd Ward 








75,324 


3rd Ward 








13,300 












Total 


$7,909,015 


$628,955 


$8,099,040 


$626,851 


$8,690,305 


$987,270 
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REPORT OF THfc 



Public hearings were held as follows : 
City of Midland, September 3, 1918. 
Township of Hope, September 4, 1918. 
City of Coleman, September 4, 1918. 
Township of Jasper, September 5, 1918. 
Township of Ingersoll, September 5, 1918. 
Township of Mt. Haley, September (J, 1913. 
Village of Sanford, September 0, 1918. 



Property in the following townships having been assessed by the local 
assessing officers at approximate cash value, no reviews were held: 



Assessing district. 


Assessed, 1917. 


Assessed, 1918. 




Real estate. 


Personal. 


Real estate. 


Personal. 


Edenvillo 

Jerome . 


$415,280 
320,055 

83,675 
112.530 
77,475 

826,810 

767.845 

414,845 

62.900 


$27,848 
23.165 


$438,975 
349,625 

86,725 
104.630 
76,775 

2.121,545 

1,204,145 

801,200 

73.980 


$40,125 
46,220 


Coleman City: 
let Ward 




2nd Ward 






3rd Ward 






Midland City: 
let Ward 


571,595 

309,595 

5.450 

1,700 


1,254,000 


2nd Ward ,. , 


538.200 


3rd Ward 


20,900 


4th Ward 


3.300 






Total 


13,081.415 


$939,353 


$5,257,600 


$1,902,745 







Wayne County, 1918. 



Assessing district. 


Assessed 


1, 1917. 


Assessed by local 
officers, 1918. 


Reviewed by Tax 
Commission, 1918. 




Real estate. 


Personal. 


Real estate. 


Personal. 


Real estate. 


Personal. 


Grosse Points 


$44,519,600 


$8,489,980 


$41,477,335 


$7,813,360 


$45,022,150 


$7,978 090 







Public hearings were held as follows : 
Grosse Pointe, November 14, 1918. 
St. Clair Heights, November 15, 1918. 
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Wexford County, 1918, 



Assessing district. 


Assessed, 1917. 


Assessed by local 
officers. 1918. 


Reviewed by Tax 
Commission, 1918. 




Real estate. 


Personal. 


Real estate. 


Personal. 


Real estate. 


Personal. 




$370,325 
226,540 
441,200 
208,930 

260,000 
173.128 
306.025 
189,590 

176.700 
174,740 
283,960 
195.495 

123.730 

331.905 

381.630 

4.150.525 


$70,200 
49.200 

102,602 
11,570 

30.945 
9,471 
55,100 
18.105 

11,650 
4,810 
25.500 
20.950 

11,910 

41,650 

26.295 

2.079,750 


$480,220 
360.705 
448.315 
288.745 

247,005 
191,685 
333.685 
208.185 

205,550 
225,400 
300.415 
386.840 

124.025 

367.510 

436.725 

4,236.475 


$70,220 
54,550 
99,050 
25.245 

24,155 

7.390 

49.140 

33.470 

16.000 
12,100 
48,000 
47,095 

13.295 

53.225 

28.500 

2.216,475 


$1,018,990 
397.730 
641,060 
315.500 

452,850 
260,000 
341.425 
280,010 

155.400 
273.700 
369,000 
271.855 

140.265 

387.990 

604,435 

5.776,900 


$98,090 


Boon 

Cedar Creek 


80,990 
161,900 




45.750 


CoHa* 

Greenwood 


48.180 
16.930 


Hanover 

Harring 

Henderson 

liberty 


61.925 
37,810 

21,375 
19.900 
61.025 


Sbgle 


54.225 


South Branch 

Springrille 

Wexford 

Cadillac City 


22.935 

79.465 

46,600 

3.997.650 


Total 


$7,994,423 


$2,569,708 


$8,841,485 


$2,797,910 


$11,687,110 


$4,854,750 



Public hearings were held as follows : 
City of Cadillac, September 17-18, 1918. 
Harrietta, September 18, 1918. 
Township of Henderson, September 19, 1918. 
Manton, September 19, 1918. 
Mesick, September 20, 1918. 

Property in the following townships having been assessed by the local 
assessing officers at approximate cash value, no reviews were held : 



Assessing district. 


Assessec 


1. 1917. 


Assessed. 1918. 




Real estate. 


Personal. 


Real estate. 


Personal. 


Clam Lak 


$357,315 


$18,315 


$565,920 


$42,000 



STATE BOARD OF ASSESSORS. 

Under the provisions of Act 282 of the Public Acts of 1905, as last 
amended by Act 339 of the Public Acts of 1917, the State Board of 
Assessors (which consists of the Governor of the State and the members 
of the Board of State Tax Commissioners) annually assesses the property 
of railroad, union station and depot, express, sleeping car, car loaning, 
telegraph and telephone companies. Tajces are levied against the prop- 
erty assessed at the average rate of taxation throughout the State for 
state, county, school and municipal purposes. 

The following table shows the name of each person, firm or corporation 
assessed, the amount assessed and the amount of taxes levied for the 
year 1917 : 
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REPORT OF THE 



Name. 



1917. 



valuation. 



Taxes 
levied. 



RAILROAD COMPANIES. 



Ann Arbor Railroad Company 

Arcadia and Betsey River Railway Company 

Boyne City, Gaylord and Alpena Railroad Company. . 
Chicago, Kalamazoo and Saginaw Railroad Company. 
Chicago, Milwaukee and St. Paul Railway Company . . 



Chicago and Northwestern Railway Company 

Cincinnati Northern Railroad Company 

Cleveland, Cincinnati, Chicago and St Louis Railway Company . 

Copper Range Railroad Company 

Delray Connecting Railroad Company 



Delray Terminal Railroad Company 

Detroit, Almont and Northern Railway Company. . 
Detroit, Bay City and Western Railroad Company. . 

Detroit and Highland Park Railroad Company 

Detroit and Mackinac Railway Company 



Detroit, Monroe and Toledo Shore Line Railway Company . 

Detroit Terminal Railroad Company 

Detroit, Toledo and I ronton Railroad fompany 

Detroit, Toledo and Milwaukee Railroad Company 

Detroit Union Railroad Depot and Station Company 

Duluth South Shore and Atlantic Railway Company 

East Jordan and Southern Railroad Company 

Erie and Michigan Railway and Navigation Company 

Escanaba and l^ake Superior Railroad Company 

Fort Street Union Depot Company 



Gogebic and Montreal River Railroad Company . . . 

Grand Rapids and Indiana Railroad (System) 

Grand Trunk Railroad Company (System) 

Keweenaw Central Railroad Company 

Lake Superior and Ishpcming Railway Company. . . 

Lansing Connecting Railroad Company 

Lansing Manufacturers Railroad Company 

Lansing Southern Railroad Company 

Manistee and Northeastern Railroad Company 
Manifetique and Lake Superior Railroad Company. 



Michigan Central Railroad Company (System) 

Michigan East and Went Railway Company 

Michigan Railway Company 

Minnesota, St. Paul and Sault Stc. Marie Railway Company. . 
Mineral Range and Hancock and Calumet Railroad Company. 

Munising. Marquette and Southeastern Railway Company. . . . 

New York Central Railroad Company (System) 

Onaway and North Michigan Railroad Company 

Pcre Marquette Railroad Company (System) 

Port Huron Southern Railroad Company 

Quincy and Torch Lake Railroad Company 

Rapid Railroad Company 

Saintc Marie Union Depot Company 

Sault Ste. Marie Bridge Company 

Toledo-Detroit Railroad Company 



Traverse City, Leelanau and Manistique Railway Company . 

Wabash Railway Company 

Wisconsin and Michigan Railway Company 

Wyandotte Southern Railroad ( ompany 

Wyandotte Terminal Railroad Company 



$7,750,000 

30,000 

450.000 

750,000 

4,800,000 

15,200,000 

600,000 

600,000 

3,000,000 

800,000 

100,000 
180,000 
750,000 
80.000 
4,500,000 

3.400,000 

2,200,000 

600,000 

700,000 

1.500,000 

11,250,000 

225,000 

100,000 

1,000,000 

1,800,000 

380,000 

10,750,000 

31,415,000 

75,000 

2,100,000 

10,000 
110,000 

42,000 

1,300.000 

300,000 

62,525.000 

150.000 

4,200.000 

6,500,000 

2,150,000 

1,600,000 

19,800,000 

8,000 

28,500,000 

40,000 

150,000 
150,000 
100,000 
550,000 
250,000 

25.000 
5.000,000 
200,000 
30,000 
40,000 



$141,655 51 

548 34 

8.225 16 

13,708 60 

87,735 02 

277,827 58 
10.966 88 
10,966 88 
54,834 39 
14,622 50 

1,827 81 
3,290 06 

13,708 60 
1.462 25 

82,251 59 

62.145 64 
40.211 89 
10.966 88 
12,794 69 
27,417 20 

205,628 96 

4,112 58 

1,827 81 

18,278 13 

32,900 63 

6.945 69 

196,489 90 

574,207 48 

1,370 86 

38,384 07 

182 78 
2,010 59 

767 68 
23,761 57 
5.483 44 

1,142,840 09 

2,741 72 

76,768 15 

118.807 85 

39,297 98 

29,245 01 
361.906 98 

146 23 
520,926 71 

731 13 

2,741 72 
2,741 72 
1,827 81 
10,052 97 
4,569 53 

456 95 

91,390 65 

3.655 63 

548 34 

731 13 



Total. 



$240,815,000 



$4,401,647 94 
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Name. 



1917 



Assessed 
valuation. 



Taxes 
levied. 



BUSTING CAB COMPANIES. 



The Pullman Company. 



$700,000 



$12,794 69 



EXPRESS COMPANIES. 

Adams Express Companies , 

American Express Company 

Canadian Express Company 

Wells Fargo and Company 

Western Express Company 

Total 



$700,000 
850.000 

14,000 
225,000 

75,000 



$12,794 89 

15,536 41 

255 89 

4,112 58 

1,370 86 



$1,864,000 



$34,070 43 



CAB COMPANIES. 



American Cotton Oil Company 

American Linseed Company 

American Refrigerator Transit Co. . 

American Tank Line 

American Zinc Company 



Armour and Company 

Arms Palace Horse Car Company. . 

Atlantic Seaboard Despatch 

Barber Asphalt Packing Company . 
Barrett Company, The 



British-American Oil Company. . . 
Buttercup Oil and Car Company. . 

California Despatch Line 

Canfield Tank Line, The 

Cedar Rapids Refrigerator Line. . . 



Central Commercial Company 

Central Refining Company 

Chicago, New York and Boston Refrigerator Company . 

Columbia Chemical Company 

Commercial Car Line 



Constantino Refining Company 

Consumers' Refining Company , 

Coeden and Company 

Craig Oil Company 

Crescent Tank Line (General Chemical Company) 



Cruikshank Brothers Company 

Crystal Car Lines 

Cudahy Milwaukee Refrigerator Line. 

Cudahy PackingCompany 

Dairy Shippers Despatch 



Doud 8tock Car Company 

Elk Refining Company 

Embenton Refining Company 

Empire Refineries 

Fleischman Transportation Company. 



Frisco Refrigerator Line 

Fruit Growers Express 

General American Tank Car Corporation . 

Glaser-Crandell Company 

Heald, John H. and Company, Inc 



Heins, H. J. Company 

Imperial Oil Company, The 

I ndependent Refining Company 

Independent Refrigerator Car Company. 
Indian Refining Company r 



$1,000 
500 
63,000 
13,900 
4,600 

86,000 
8,400 
1.400 
14,000 
15,000 

9,600 
1.200 
1,000 
1,600 
3.400 

7,900 
12.100 
90,000 
1,600 
4,500 

1.500 
5.300 
5,900 
10.000 
6,600 

500 

2,800 

15,000 

47,000 

1,700 

2,200 

1,000 

1,000 

26,000 

600 

22,800 
28,900 
14,600 
600 
2,500 

4,300 
1,900 
1.700 
3.503 
33,200 



$.8 28 

9 14 

1,151 52 

254 07 
84 08 

1,571 92 
153 54 
25 59 

255 89 
274 17 

175 47 
21 93 
18 28 
29 25 

62 15 

144 40 

221 17 

1.645 03 

29 25 

82 25 

27 42 
96 87 
107 84 
182 78 
120 64 

9 14 
51 18 

274 17. 

859 07 
31 07 

40 21 
18 28 
18 28 
475 23 
10 97 

416 74 

528 24 

266 8) 

10 97 

45 70 

"78 60 
34 73 
31 0? 

63 97 
605 83 
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REPORT OF THE 



Name. 




1917. 



Taies 
levied. 



cab compahim— Continues*. 

International Ardmon Refining Division, The Ohio Cities Gas Company. 

Interstate Tank Car Corporation 

Keith Car Company 

Kellogg, Spencer and Sons 

Kingan Refrigerator Line 



Lake Park Refining Company 

Iibby. McNeil and Libby 

Liquids Despatch Line 

live Poultry Transportation Company . 
Lots and Schramm Company 



Marsh Refrigerator 8ervice Company. . . 
Mather Horse and Stock Car Company. 

Midland Linseed Despatch 

Mid West Despatch 

Mineral Point Zinc Company 



Missouri River Despatch 

Morrell Refrigerator Line 

Morris, Nelson and Company . 
Muskogee Refining Company. . 
Nagle Live Stock Express 



North American Car Company 

Pacific Fruit Express 

Paragon Refining Company 

Peerless Transit lane 

Penn- American Refining Company . 



Pennsylvania Tank Line 

Pierce Oil Corporation 

Polar Refrigerator line 

Proctor and Gamble Transportation Company. , 



Robeson Process Company 

Roxana Petroleum Company 

St. Louis Independent Packing Company . 

8t. Louis Refrigerator Car Company 

Santa Fe Refrigerator Despatch 



Sapulpa Refining Company 

8emet-8olvay Company 

Sinclair Refining Company 

Southern Extract Company 

Standard Asphalt Refining Company. 



Standard Car Equipment Company 

Streets Company, The 

Swift Refrigerator Transportation Company. 
Texas Company, The 



Tltusville Oil Works 

Union Refrigerator Transit Company. 

Union Tank Line Company 

Vulcan Oil Refinining Company 

Western Heater Despatch Company. . . 



White City Refrigerator Despatch . 

Wilburine Oil Works 

Wilson Car Lines 

Wood Products Company 

White 8tar Transit line 



$11,000 
3,700 
5.000 
1,200 
1.000 

6.000 
6.000 
4.000 
4.000 
1.700 

7,200 
6.000 
1.200 
2.400 
3.000 

19.800 
6.100 
41,000 
14.000 
2.000 

2.400 
71,000 

7.600 
15.000 

3.600 

13,000 
4.600 
3,000 
4,700 

3,300 

26.600 

1.400 

5.500 

53.700 

9,000 

9,000 

47,000 

4.000 



4.000 

1.800 

221.300 

7.200 

1,000 

18.100 

248.000 

800 

10.000 

500 

1.200 

45.000 

14.000 

4,000 



$201 06 
67 63 
91 39 
21 93 
18 28 

109 67 
120 64 
73 11 
73 11 
31 07 

181 60 
91 39 
21 93 
43 87 
5483 

361 91 
98 22 
749 40 
272 34 
36 56 

43 87 

1.297 75 

138 91 

274 17 

65 80 

237 62 
83 25 
54 83 
85 91 

60 32 
486 20 

25 59 
100 53 
98154 

164 50 
164 50 
859 07 
73 11 
54 83 

73 11 

32 90 

4.044 95 

181 60 

18 28 

330 83 

4,532 98 

14 62 

182 78 

9 14 

21 93 
822 52 
255 89 

73 11 



Total. 



$1,591,800 



$29,095 12 
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Name. 



1917. 



Assessed 


Taxes 


valuation. 


levied. 


$3,000 


154 83 


3.500 


03 97 


1.000 


18 28 


1.500 


27 42 


2.000 


30 56 


1.000 


18 28 


.1.000 


18 28 


2.300 


42 04 


3.000 


54 83 


10,000 


182 78 


2.000 


36 56 


700 


12 79 


30.000 


548 34 


050.000 


17,364 22 


1.500 


27 42 


000 


10 97 


2.500 


45 70 


1.200 


21 93 


1.800 


32 90 


4.000 


73 11 


5.000 


91 39 


5.500 


100 53 


2.000 


36 56 


4,000 


73 11 


35,000 


639 73 


1.000 


18 28 


9,000 


164 50 


4.000 


73 11 


2,500 


45 70 


25.000 


456 95 


2.500 


45 70 


5.000 


91 39 


1.000 


18 28 


500 


9 14 


1.800 


32 90 


2.200 


40 21 


1.500 


27 42 


2,500 


45 70 


13.000 


237 62 


1.000 


18 28 


25.000 


456 95 


2.500 


45 70 


14.000 


255 89 


7.500 


137 09 


1.500 


27 42 


10.000 


292 45 


85.000 


1.553 64 


1,700 


31 07 


30,000 


548 34 


15.000 


274 17 


3.000 


54 83 


600 


10 97 


10.000 


292 45 


2.900.000 


53.006 58 


5.000 


91 39 


1.800 


32 90 


80.000 


1.462 25 


4,000 


73 11 


190,000 


3.472 84 


15.000 


274 17 



TXL1PHONX COMPANIM. 

Adamsville Telephone Union 

Akron Telephone Exchange 

Alamo Mutual Telephone Company 

Alba Telephone Company 

Algansee Central Telephone Company 

Algansee Telephone Company 

Allegan Farmers Telephone Company 

Allen Mutual Telephone Company 

Allendale Telephone Company 

Ahnont Telephone Company 

Alpha Telephone Company 

Amble Telephone Company 

American District Telegraph Company of Michigan. Limited 
American Telephone and Telegraph Company of Michigan . 
Anchor Bay Telephone Company 

Arenac Telephone Company 

Augusta Telephone Company 

Aurebus and Vevay Telephone Company 

Avoca Telephone Company 

Bangor Mutual Telephone Company 

Baraga County Telephone Company 

Baroda Telephone Company 

Beaverton Telephone Company 

Bedford, William, Telephone Lines 

Benzie Consolidated Telephone Company 

Billings Telephone Company 

Birch Lake Telephone Company 

Birch Run Home Telephone Company 

Blanchard Telephone Company 

Blissfield Telephone Company 

Btoomingdale Telephone Company 

Borculo Independent Telephone Company 

Brant Home Telephone Company 

Breedsville Mutual Telephone Company 

Brimley Telephone Company 

Britton Telephone Company 

Broomfield Telephone Company 

Brown, C. C 

Brown City Telephone Company 

Buckeye Telephone Company 

Calhoun County Telephone Company 

Cambria Rural Telephone Company 

Camden Rural Telephone Company 

Capac Telephone and Messenger Company 

Carr Telephone Company 

Case City Telephone Company 

Cass County Home Telephone Company 

Central Cituens Telephone Association 

Central Michigan Telephone Company 

Central Union Telephone Company 

Chambers Telephone Company 

Chapin Mutual Telephone Company 

, Chesaning Home Telephone Company 

Citisens Telephone Company 

Citiaens Telephone Company of Alcona County 

Citisens Telephone Company of Banfield 

Citisens Telephone Company of Battle Creek 

Citisens Telephone Company of Berrien County 

Citisens Telephone Company of Jackson 

Citisens Telephone Company of Marshall 
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Name. 




1917. 



Taxes 



tbubpbone COMPANIES. — Continued. 

Citisens Telephone Company of 1 Schoolcraft 

Citiaens Mutual Telephone Company of Vantown 

Clayton Telephone Company 

Clifford Telephone Exchange 

Climax Citizen* Telephone Company 

Clinton County Telephone Company 

Coloma Telephone Company 

Concord Telephone Company 

Consolidated Telephone Company . 



Coopers Branch Telephone Company 

County Line Independent Telephone Company . 

CrosweU Telephone Company 

Crystal Telephone Company 

Dalton Telephone Company 

Dansville Telephone Exchange 



Davison Telephone Company 

Deerfield Farmers Telephone Company 

Drenthe Independent Telephone Company . 
Easton Independent Telephone Company . . 
East Saugatuck Telephone Company 



East Shore Telephone Company .... 
Eaton County Telephone Company . 

Elwell Telephone Company 

Empire Rural Telephone Company. . 
Ewen Telephone Company 



Fairgrove Telephone Exchange 

Farmers Exchange Telephone Company 

Farmers Telephone Company of Coe 

Farmers Telephone Company 

Farmers Telephone Company of Dundee and Alalia 

Farmers Independent Telephone Company 

Farmers Mutual Telephone Company 

Farmers Mutual Telephone Company of Chapin 

Farmers Mutual Telephone of Grand Traverse County . 
Fayette Rural Telephone Company 



Fostoria Telephone Company 

Frederic Mutual Telephone Company 

Gaines Farmers Mutual Telephone Company. 

Garden Telephone Line 

Gilmore Rural Telephone Company 



Gladwin County Telephone Company 

Glenn Mutual Telephone Company 

Gobleville Farmers Mutual Telephone Company. 

Goodrich Telephone Company 

Grand Blanc Telephone Company 

Grand Junction Telephone Company 

Grand Ledge Telephone Company 

Grawn Rural Telephone Company 

Grayling City Telephone Company 

Hallenbach. S. C 



Hamilton Mutual Telephone Company . 

Hanover Telephone Company 

Harbor Beach Telephone Company 

Harlan Rural Telephone Company 

Hickory Corners Telephone Company . . 



Hilbert.F. F 

Hills Rural Telephone Company 

Hillsdale County Telephone Company . 

Holloway Telephone Company 

Holton Mutual Telephone Company . . . 



18,500 

700 

1,600 

2,500 

3,000 

42,000 

4,000 

300 

65,000 
1,300 

1,800 

16,000 

3,000 

1,800 

500 

10,000 
8,000 
1,200 
3,000 
2,000 

4,000 
19,000 
2.500 
1,000 
500 

6,000 

7,000 

800 

9,500 

20,000 

4.000 
2,000 
1,200 
2,500 
500 

2,200 
500 

1,800 
700 
500 

1,500 
1.200 
2,800 
1,500 
b.500 

1,200 
33.000 
2,000 
5,000 
8,000 

1,500 
200 
8,000 
1,800 
1,500 

7,000 
1.200 
18,000 
1,000 
4,500 



$155 36 


12 79 


27 42 


45 70 


54 83 


767 68 


73 11 


5 48 


1,188 08 


23 76 


32 90 


292 45 


54 83 


32 90 


k 9 14 


1* 


182 78 


146 23 


21 93 


54 83 


36 56 


73 11 


347 28 


45 70 


18 28 


9 14 


109 67 


127 95 


14 62 


173 64 


365 56 


73 11 


36 56 


21 93 


45 70 


9 14 


40 21 


9 14 


32 90 


12 79 


9 14 


27 42 


21 93 


51 18 


27 42 


118 81 


21 93 


603 18 


36 56 


91 39 


146 23 


27 42 


3 66 


146 23 


32 90 


27 42 


127 95 


21 93 


329 01 


18 28 


82 25 
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Name. 




1917. 



Taxes 
levied. 



TBLBPHora coMPAinaB. — Continued. 



Home Telephone Company 

Home Telephone Company of Grass Lake. 

Home Telephone Company of Monroe 

Home Telephone Company of Palo 

Howard City Telephone Company 



Huron Telephone Company 

Ida Telephone Company 

Independent Telephone Company. . 
Ioeco County Telephone Company . 
Kalkaska County Telephone Compi 



Kinde Telephone Company 

Kingston Telephone Exchange 

Lacey Mutual Telephone Company 

Lake Ann and Oviatt Telephone Company. 
Lakefield Telephone Company 



Lamb.Wm. J 

Laporte Home Telephone Company — 
Lawrence Mutual Telephone Company . 
Leelanau Mutual Telephone Company. . 
Leighton Telephone Company 



Lenawee County Telephone Company 

Leonard Telephone Company 

Leslie Home Telephone Company 

Leslie and Onondaga Telephone Company . 
Levering Telephone Company 



Linton-Baker Telephone Company 

Litchfield Farmers Mutual Telephone Company . 
Livingston County Mutual Telephone Company . 

Locke Mutual Telephone Company 

Lyndilla Telephone Company 

Mack Roadway Telephone Company. 
Macon Telephone Comp 



Macon retepbone Uompany 

Manistknie Telephone Company. 

Marconi Wireless Telegraph Company 

Mason and Okemoa Telephone Company 

Michigan Independent Telephone and Traffic Association . 

Michigan State Telephone Company 

Milford Home Telephone Company 

Minden City Telephone Company 

Missaukee Telephone Company 



Montmorency County Telephone Company, Limited . 

Montrose Home Telephone Company 

Moore Telephone" (System) 

Morenci Telephone Company 

Morrice Independent Telephone Company 



Mundy Telephone Company 

Munger and Reese Telephone Company 

Mumsing Telephone and Electric Company 

Mutual Telephone Company of Copemish 

Mutual Telephone Company of Lapeer County . 



Nadeau Township Telephone Company 

Newton and Leroy Telephone Company 

North Adams Switchboard Association 

North Branch Telephone Company 

North Onondaga and Eaton Rapids Telephone Company . 

North Parma Telephone Company 

North Street Telephone Company 

Oceana Farmers Mutual Telephone Company 

Ogden Mutual Telephone Company 

Ogemaw Telephone Company 



12,000 
30,000 

5.000 
10,000 

4,000 

10.000 

18,000 

1,200 

3.500 

1,200 

3,000 
8.000 
2.000 
1.200 
2,500 

2,400 
2,000 
7,000 
3.500 
2,000 

275,000 

500 

13,000 

1.000 

3,500 

500 

1.000 

30,000 

3,000 

2,000 

500 

1.800 

30,000 

5,000 

1,500 

1.000 
21.000,000 
17,000 
4,500 
10,000 

1.200 

3,500 

45,000 

27,500 

750 

6.500 
10.000 
5.000 
2.000 
14,000 

2.500 
2.000 
750 
7,500 
1,000 

4,500 
500 
6,000 
3,500 
2,500 



$36 56 
548 34 

91 39 
182 78 

73 11 

182 78 
329 01 
21 93 
63 97 
21 93 

54 83 
146 23 
36 56 
21 93 
45 70 

43 87 
36 56 
127 95 
63 97 
36 56 

5,026 49 

9 14 

237 62 

18 28 

63 97 

9 14 
29 25 
548 34 
54 83 
38 56 

9 14 

32 90 

548 34 

01 30 

27 42 

18 28 

383,840 73 

310 73 

82 25 

182 78 

21 03 

63 97 

822 52 

502 65 

13 71 

118 81 
182 78 
91 39 
36 56 
255 89 

45 70 
38 56 
13 71 
137 09 
18 28 

82 25 
9 14 
109 67 
63 97 
45 69 
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Turnout coMPAMm. — Continued. 



Ohio State Telephone Company 

Okemoe Independent Telephone Company 
On* way- Alpena Telephone Company 

Onated Switchboard Association 

Ontonagon County Telephone Company 



Orion Telephone Company 
Ortonville Telephone Company 
Osceola Rural Telephone Camp 



Osceola Rural Telephone Company 

Otcoda County Fanners Mutual Telephone Company 
Ovid Mutual Telephone Company 

Owendale Independent Telephone Company 

Palo Telephone Company 

People* Mutual Telephone Company of Leroy and White Oak 
Perrinton Independent Telephone Company 
Pickford Telephone Company 




Pigeon Telephone Company 

Pincouning Mutual Telephone Company 
Pine River Telephone Aaaociation 
Port Hope Telephone Company 
Portland Telephone Company 

Postal Telegraph Cable Company 
Provement Telephone Company. 
Pullman Mutual Telephone Company 
Pullman Telephone Company 
Reading Telephone Company 

Reading Central Telephone Company 
Richmond Telephone Const 
Riga Farmers Telephone O 
Rives Tele phone Company 
Rollin Telephone Company 

Roscommon Telephone Company 
Rudyard Telephone Company . . . 
Rural Telephone Company of Waterloo 

Sagola Telephone Company 

St. Charles Roadway Telephone Company 

St. Clair Central Telephone Company 
St. Marys Telephone Company 
Saline Telephone Company. . . . 
Samaria Farmers Telephone Company 
Sand Creek Telephone Company 

Sanford Mutual Telephone Company 

SconeJd Telephone Company 

Shiawassee and Genesee Mutual Telephone Company 
Shiawassee Telephone Company . . 
Shiawassee Mutual Telephone Com] 

Smyrna Telephone Company 
Southern Michigan Telephone Company 
Spinks Corners Telephone Company . . . 
Springport Mutual Telephone Company 
Springport Telephone Exchange Company 

Staley and Bricker 

Stanwood Telephone Company 
Sunfield Co-operative Telephone Company 
Buttons Bay Telephone Company 
Tecumseh Telephone Company 

Thetford Telephone Company . . 

Thumb Telephone Company 

Townsend.G.8 

Traverse Bay Telephone Company 
Tuscola Fanners Telephone Company 
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Name. 



1917. 



Assessed 


Taxes 


valuation. 


levied. 


1800.000 


$14,622 50 


10,000 


182 78 


525,000 


0,596 02 


550,000 


10,052 97 


120,000 


2,193 38 


750 


. * 18 71 


1,500 


* 27 42 


5.500 


100 53 


1.500 


27 42 


1,500 


27 42 


2.000 


38 56 


2,000 


36 56 


6,000 


109 67 


2,450.000 


44,781 42 


2.000 


38 56 


2,700 


49 35 


6.500 


118 81 


6.500 


118 81 


1,500 


27 42 


750 


13 71 


3,500 


63 97 


$32,482,600 


$593,721 22 



telbphonb COMPANM8— Continued. 

Union Telephone Company 

United Telephone Company 

United Home Telephone Company 

Valley Home Telephone Company 

Van Buren County Telephone Company 

Wakeman. Lyle O 

Waldron Telephone Company 

Walled Lake Home Telephone Company 

Warren Rural Telephone Company 

Washington Center Mutual Telephone Company 

Watson Telephone Company 

Weneeda Telephone Company 

Western Allegan County Telephone Company 

Western Union Telegraph Company 

Westphalia Telephone Company 

Wexford County Independent Telephone Company 

Whiteford Farmers Telephone Company 

Williamston Telephone Company 

Winn Telephone Company 

Worden Farmers Rural Telephone Company 

Zeigen, Charles 

Total 
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54.354.900 

846.046 

138.935 

2.492,992 

817.773 


10,972,795 
2.761.915 
512,260 
1,303,255 
5.855,505 


3,611,542 
13,008,603 
1,613,075 
1.685.542 
4.804.421 


1.469.308 
1.276.207 
4.674.318 
2,650,613 
342.805 


10,005.257 
1.144,340 

12.634.776 

1.154,127 

491,886 

305.630 

1,465,900 

119.605 

548.885 

9.895.876 


1,069,895 
110,375 
18.235,787 
3,383,817 
2,263.388 

4.433,944 
8,544,970 
4,154,485 
2,868,040 
3.398,758 
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REPORT OF THE 

Assessed valuation and taxes levied in the State 



Counties 



Assessed 
valuation. 



State tax. 



County tax. 



Township tax. 



School tax. 



Total. 



$4,027,364,717 



$9,610,533 41 



$9,094,343 58 



$1,834,540 51 



$19,110,420 77 



•Alcona. 




Cheboygan.. 
Chippewa. . . 

Clare 

Clinton 

Crawford... 



Delta 

pickiMon. 

Eaton 

Emmet .... 
Genesee.... 



Gladwin 

Gogebic 

Grand Traverse. 

Gratiot 

Hillsdale 



Houghton. , 
Huron 



Ionia. 
Iosco. 

Iron. 



Jackson. ... 
Kalamasoo. 



Kent 

Keweenaw. 

Lake 

Lapeer.. 



Lenawee... 
Livingston. 

Luce 

Mackinac.. 
Macomb. . . 



Manistee 

Marquette. . 

Mason 

Mecosta... 
Menominee.. 



Midland. 



Monroe 

Montcalm 

Montmorency. 



$4,781,099 
8,794,225 
41,347,645 
12,727,775 
8,682,586 

7,248,790 
6.810,613 
23,385,870 
47,342,491 
4,247,915 

60.379.777 
28,343,800 
80.360,409 
24.324,955 
12,223,958 

9,140.719 
28,788,140 

5,486.052 
32,530,755 

3.269.510 

20,932.667 
14,512,103 
33,790,455 
14,639,455 
91,006,284 

6,122,296 
52,768,048 
15,772,590 
33,388,068 
34,020.489 

91,636,543 
36.690,115 
74.006 010 
34.572.209 
5,377 070 

34,440.215 
17,397,575 
70.413,290 
80.759.310 
4,903,364 

222,629,155 

21,678.801 

2,641,787 

19,404,047 

6,532.430 

72,774,270 
21,062,645 
6,183.407 
8,734.538 
51.462,050 

13.194.432 
58.983,853 
13,025,795 
12,082.950 
19,726,576 

12,459,733 

5,493,055 

43,498,773 

22,313,863 

3.190,580 



$10,991 43 
20.255 95 

112,928 75 
33,613 02 
25,739 30 

18,876 69 
19,232*22 
64,519 85 
128,587 37 
14,435 89 

164,665 94 
78,942 14 

212,797 83 
67,951 81 
32,261 60 

24,028 25 
55,116 84 
14,758 79 
88,200 01 
8,922 96 

53,208 12 
41.869 26 
91,975 10 
39.810 12 
237.831 15 

18.531 96 
146,198 79 
44,633 44 
88.199 57 
92.661 49 

278,017 85 

100,210 68 

213,833 92 

93,347 92 

13,768 01 

96,093 39 

50,106 70 

184,293 19 

211,405 47 

12.700 53 

597,168 02 

65,225 70 

7,552 74 

75.174 04 

17,159 53 

178,802 35 
57,658 72 
15,099 89 
19,225 72 

140,708 18 

41,869 41 
160,608 98 
40.153 31 
33.289 50 
53,069 87 

32,651 36 
14,415 92 
117,371 22 
66.235 79 
8,268 37 



$18,023 87 
163,067 18 
66,160 40 
73,355 55 
32,794 98 

21,000 97 
33,499 80 
51,000 00 
180,761 64 
34,221 38 

126,497 36 

64,431 95 

297,421 07 

60.438 66 
73,374 16 

69.439 45 
143,779 90 

24,995 56 
64,975 00 
25,000 00 

126,657 97 
84,910 00 
66.014 00 
37,400 00 

185,157 14 

33,548 28 
126,227 38 
47,358 55 
73,682 66 
65,599 94 

250,006 63 
38,225 41 

151,214 53 
75,963 25 



105,530 00 
40,000 00 

194.125 47 

155.126 95 
20,003 86 

411.734 59 
30,093 33 
15,502 42 
78,953 72 
20,000 00 

73,753 66 
34,884 45 
36,970 23 
98.131 58 
74,499 99 

60,000 09 
194,206 85 
42,702 84 
52.150 22 
94,696 23 

58,441 90 
32,002 47 
55,423 33 
63,250 00 
13,041 70 



$11,193 38 
30,475 65 
30,836 06 
9,303 74 
21,785 47 

10.120 76 
9.683 88 
20,436 02 
13.021 23 
18.185 92 

30,247 30 
19,059 29 
20.015 63 
18,354 46 
12,999 46 

16,243 46 
15,914 64 
10,117 05 
15,443 33 
4.116 09 

24.443 80 
13,983 26 
21,106 36 
11,892 22 
30,175 91 

12,757 99 
46,988 94 
18,101 92 
20,030 68 
20.097 80 

28.045 07 
27.636 17 
19.487 89 
23.100 06 

13.177 08 

47.287 16 
19,894 38 
31,284 16 
21.126 28 
10.293 26 

42,843 97 
18,934 65 
8,126 39 
16,685 15 
11,308 80 

37,821 07 
27,313 02 
6,064 94 
12,636 52 
39.310 84 

15,660 74 
36,827 78 
14.157 12 

13.178 88 
14.030 86 

13,150 22 
14,702 11 
20,767 80 
21,536 82 
5,291 81 



$21,201 19 
107,206 75 
149,110 45 
53,420 94 
73,238 57 

38,510 44 
63.310 05 
111.971 06 
255,994 18 
48,010 77 

276.661 08 
96,822 94 
450,223 68 
107,752 85 
98,112 28 

66,762 58 
195,966 70 

39.394 26 
101.767 06 

37,631 45 

152,561 46 
• 212,777 99 
150.231 71 
110,583 16 
500,275 31 

32,711 25 
424,333 48 

93.968 09 
164.961 44 
144.010 67 

765,035 28 
118,854 42 
507,689 63 
164,493 39 
34,523 06 

357,001 62 

69,076 82 

395,272 06 

440,706 51 

34,263 69 

1,194.193 36 
48,905 15 
22.883 67 
103,335 96 
36.326 65 

247,496 88 
83,798 67 
64.303 09 
45.149 53 

139,790 57 

103,197 06 

374.408 79 

84,203 38 

68,642 16 

139.736 98 

68.110 97 
44.629 82 
126.617 53 
121.853 68 
22.509 01 



•County Bridge instead of County Road. 

tCounty Road Tax includes "Federal Aided Roads." 

tCounty Tax includes $129,348.00 County Road Tax. 
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of Michigan for the year 1917. 



Highway tax. 


County 
road 
tax. 


Drain tax. 


City 

and village 

tax. 


Rejected tax. 


Total tax. 


Average rate 

taxation 
per $1,000. 


15.916,641 87 


$2,953,782 15 


$611.018 09 


$24,465,461 70 


$15,955 79 


$73,612,697 87 






129.359 20 
52.563 12 


$1,146 43 


$1,257 59 


$2,879 08 
28,598 75 
71,607 26 
78,340 52 
20,568 14 

10,491 00 
11.456 59 
50,777 79 
438.933 42 
15.411 70 

276.640 61 
75.576 37 

413.912 58 
74.712 82 
96,449 11 

54,911 20 

112,193 91 

12,074 04 

69,448 72 

6,598 48 

126,170 10 
116,767 64 
112,313 02 
48,251 19 
842,125 01 

11,588 64 
206,846 20 

86,325 12 
106,693 36 

88.609 71 

210.790 14 

64.694 74 

503.960 56 

114,140 02 

13,493 74 

101.133 83 

39.251 50 

393,071 10 

355,784 55 

6,127 01 

1.331,920 15 

2.613 75 

1,266 90 

60,274 44 

4,544 45 

182,055 05 

48,842 76 

6,091 80 

31,794 40 

131,228 18 

110,369 78 
314,546 35 
76,493 10 
33,144 35 
95,017 17 

48.156 62 

7,966 79 

109,046 90 

54,442 08 

850 04 




$96,052 17 
402,167 40 
624,150 88 
300,373 19 
228.095 99 

175.039 61 
208,806 60 
406,382 85 
1,151,534 73 
162,305 55 

1.107.101 99 
463,911 84 

1,456,137 54 
389.018 27 
379.614 98 

295.247 74 
627,484 72 
163,846 85 
474,392 34 
102,387 19 

588.176 07 
549.330 82 
574.147 99 
317.127 82 
2.069.594 17 

177.948 02 
1.153,176 81 
357,423 15 
598,086 31 
545,814 44 

1,697,422 31 
549,714 40 

1,647,338 91 
591,493 80 
136,114 86 

858.888 22 

329.843 00 

1.305.976 60 

1,367,074 68 

118,623 14 

3,883,173 85 

220.654 26 
76,703 07 

437.010 65 
137.438 67 

919,628 69 
370,094 71 

184.655 04 
251.606 13 
647.057 44 

393.430 05 
1.226.471 93 
353.751 12 
296.743 95 
512.611 44 

326.292 64 
182,608 58 
641,116 05 
446,089 92 
67,957 42 


$20 09 




45 73 


143.450 44 
22.089 95 
53,969 53 

31.958 65 


41.351 90 
30.033 15 


8.506 93 


$198 70 
216 32 


15 10 
23 60 




26 27 


21.749 44 
16.300 01 
27,000 00 
58,217 55 


22,331 66 




24 15 


55,176 56 
76,746 53 


146 49 


30 66 


2.931 60 

16.149 23 

98 47 

4.123 59 
15.628 12 

7.216 30 

18.045 34 

520 26 


17 33 


59,097 95 
31,920 90 


772 16 
20 52 

1.342 00 

133 75 

158 38 

2 46 

968 40 


24 32 
38 21 


107,436 13 
53,347 80 
54,392 07 


119,487 98 
57,969 48 


18 34 
16 37 
18 12 


41,759 87 




15 99 


25,184 61 
36,049 77 


39.745 10 

27.813 03 
59,980 80 


31 05 

32 30 


44,531 93 






21 80 


67,745 82 


4.750 00 
27,041 77 


11 33 


29 87 


107,516 43 




14 58 


20,118 21 

43,685 86 
38,022 67 






31 32 


61,448 76 
41.000 00 
24.661 00 
36.885 76 
182.044 64 

18.467 26 
78.150 36 
24,995 18 






28 10 






37 85 


80,486 76 
32.134 58 
73.982 97 

37,966 79 


17,883 25 


476 79 
170 79 
309 93 


16 99 
21 66 


17,692 11 
12,381 85 


22 74 
29 07 


124,431 66 




?1 85 


39,576 29 
127,072 77 


764 25 
15.408 42 
11,598 11 

1.200 00 
39.147 70 
24,721 62 
12.162 89 
11,726 66 


1.700 31 
17 41 
4 10 


22 66 
17 91 


123,232 62 




16 04 


116,544 36 


47.782 98 


18 52 


160,562 67 


382 61 

17 44 

1 45 


14 98 


78,401 30 
118,284 92 


148.012 02 


22 26 
17 11 


33.235 56 


26.190 75 
67.629 81 


25 31 


82,118 50 


2,093 91 

16 97 

779 20 


24 94 


91.569 52 


19.928 ii 
6.625 73 
4,026 90 


18 96 


86.443 19 
49.680 35 


14.082 48 
129.217 67 
14.557 63 

111.314 56 
35.107 68 


18 55 
16 93 


20.677 16 




24 19 


191.650 19 
19.559 53 


1.289 00 


1,060 01 
214 47 


17 44 
10 18 


21.370 95 




29 03 


80.250 98 
37.149 24 


19,046 31 
10,950 00 


3,230 48 


59 57 


22 52 
21 04 


183.516 81 


16,098 19 
20,669 19 


84 68 
10 70 


12 64 


96.917 20 




17 57 


29.423 10 


26.701 99 


29 86 


44,668 38 






28 81 


81.207 00 
37,693 70 


25.000 00 

24.400 08 
64,998 09 
47,036 59 
25,005 81 
61,041 85 


15,067 92 


244 76 

239 19 
172 66 
214 93 
317 68 
648 50 


12 57 
29 82 


80.702 43 




20 79 


46.806 20 
64.777 78 
54.369 98 


1.983 65 
6,237 58 


27 16 

24 56 

25 99 


68.481 81 


37,299 86 
2,959 15 
2,432 11 

10,141 37 


26 19 


44.907 32 


21,025 00 
139,019 42 




33 24 


70.419 30 
108.556 09 


18 44 
74 09 


14 74 
19 99 


17.996 49 




21 30 
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REPORT OF THE 

Assessed valuation and taxes levied in the State 



Counties. 



Assessed 
valuation. 



State tax. 



County tax. 



Township tax. 



School tax. 



Muskegon... 
Newaygo... 
Oakland.... 

Oceana 

Ogemaw — 

Ontonagon. 

Osceola 

Osooda 

Otsego 

Ottawa 

Fresque Isle. 
Roscommon 
Saginaw. . . , 

Sanilac 

Schoolcraft. . 

8hiawassse.. 
8t. Clair.... 
St. Joseph... 

Tuscola 

VanBuren. . 

Washtenaw. 

Wayne 

Wexford.... 



$42,980,177 
11,024,100 
86,304,671 
12,179,012 
5,082,992 

7,530,018 
10,089,530 
1,751,695 
4,490,710 
47,402,956 

6,731,051 
2,053,083 
81,725,799 
36,381,972 
10,456 511 

36,841 081 
59,716,375 
30,485,805 
30,348 265 
31,086 228 

75,223,720 

1,532,101,205 

10,939,761 



$112,566 55 

31,572 36 

207,382 60 

33,289 50 

13,727 63 

34,321 58 
27,455 07 
4,118 29 
13,041 25 
126,637 37 

' 17,164 04 

5,493 13 

225,518 89 

106,043 92 

21,969 39 

100,970 06 
157,872 15 
82,708 95 
83,738 55 
84,426 47 

163,701 15 

2,869,087 10 

40,496 49 



$122,359 29 
28,392 91 
154,947 86 
37,807 00 
31,000 00 

80,043 08 
30,999 99 
15,000 00 
19,225 69 
94,604 74 

31,807 17 
19,296 64 
221,231 60 
72,000 00 
34,312 20 

101,300 07 
163,052 32 
54,999 99 
57,028 78 
71,009 13 

139,599 64 

2,404,319 43 

68,575 55 



$117,080 05 

34,453 63 

54,744 29 

27,620 30 

9,270 76 

31,077 59 
24,706 76 
4,227 34 
7,226 51 
24,638 20 

7,048 55 
10,880 97 
53,636 46 
27,221 90 

7,565 98 

18,603 03 
23,178 98 
21,477 14 
35,190 80 
38,243 84 

26,575 78 
123,546 80 
17,512 17 



$291,282 30 

82,753 71 

476,906 96 

68,936 69 

32,879 98 

166,118 38 
58.490 97 
15,925 30 
27,830 45 

177,462 27 

48,808 75 

19.670 98 

335,774 25 

110,925 15 

72,198 15 

147,163 22 
219.547 86 
154,456 63 
106,266 93 
151,640 21 

323,395 76 

5,508,482 81 

104,989 79 
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of Michigan for the year 1917 — Concluded. 



Highway tax. 


County 
road tax. 


Drain tax. 


City 

and village 

tax. 


Rejected tax. 


Total tax. 


Average rate 
taxation 
per $1,000. 


$40.392 02 
94,914 60 


$79,478 33 


$1,187 09 
5,908 99 
7,200 57 
2,924 92 


$338,949 11 

33,836 37 

381,516 00 

19,143 02 

8,217 26 

12,278 04 
26.183 95 


$486 00 
140 38 
464 45 

118 89 


$1,008,780 74 

311,972 95 

1,576,488 06 

251,651 51 

130,782 84 

498,252 33 
250,804 17 
51,091 08 
115,865 44 
814,212 02 

162,267 61 
76,784 80 
1,757,683 93 
517,497 56 
262,821 22 

645,873 12 
1,060,762 16 
507,468 58 
559,537 16 
636,192 06 

1.101,529 58 

24,632,809 30 

876,107 50 


$23 35 
28 30 


142.191 47 
61,811 19 
28,6§7 21 


151,125 86 


18 27 
20 66 


7.000 00 
62,961 14 


25 73 


111,452 52 






66 17 


76,698 53 


5,763 52 


588 
190 40 


24 81 


9.629 75 


2,000 00 
18,259 62 
102,114 11 

16,321 43 

6,159 71 

147,158 50 


29 17 


20.061 79 




9,720 13 
177,479 98 

12,185 66 
2,846 80 
618,610 73 
51,184 40 
53.247 80 

129,735 28 
258,951 74 
103,818 87 
66,280 13 
94.960 85 

828,702 76 

13.525,195 04 

90.069 60 


25 69 


103.180 76 
28.921 66 


7,715 94 


378 65 
10 85 


17 18 
24 11 


' 11.724 59 


711 48 
49,125 29 
23,974 89 


37 40 


106,333 67 
126,078 03 


294 54 
69 76 


21 51 
14 22 


25.354 95 
87,284 33 


48,172 75 

44,184 88 
118,081 51 
45,727 01 


25 18 


16,632 30 
5,916 10 
957 52 
25,361 16 
22,795 34 

9,610 95 

3,688 67 

259 00 




17 53 


104,132 29 
43,322 97 


29 21 


17 60 
16 65 


185,689 66 


81 16 
88 19 

143 41 
203 98 


18 44 


110,787 84 
109,800 13 


62,240 69 


20 47 
14 64 


198,285 62 




' 16 08 


87,956 84 


16,228 06 


34 38 
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REPORT OF THE 



Average rate of taxation for each SI, 000 of assessed ualuation for aU 
purposes in each city in the State. 



Ctom. 


1012. 


1913. 


1914. 


1915. 


1916. 


1917. 


Adrian 


$24 99 

31 63 
29 45 

32 32 

22 71 

20 05 
31 82 

35 96 
31 95 
27 34 

34 50 
53 97 
29 80 
25 05 
24 89 

41 71 

31 93 
37 00 

27 59 

32 98 

28 20 
40 76 
19 99 

24 18 

36 25 

39 66 

37 88 

21 04 

23 37 

28 72 

29 37 
13 82 
51 46 

28 37 
36 94 

16 11 
23 95 
43 81 

25 60 

29 38 

23 66 
21 41 
39 25 
32 44 
32 56 

35 22 
60 50 

30 94 


$28 25 
18 12 
16 56 

34 05 
23 92 

22 76 

39 90 
46 03 

40 69 
16 80 

27 83 
55 29 
31 27 
15 27 

31 25 

45 12 

33 88 

40 18 

29 46 
26 72 

26 42 
39 31 

28 96 
26 42 

21 16 

35 48 

30 56 

22 76 
25 27 

36 25 

32 36 
15 43 
39 61 

31 48 

41 57 

21 26 

43 97 
45 65 

32 88 

29 46 

25 65 
21 73 
39 80 

34 59 
36 61 

44 85 
55 30 
29 70 


$17 68 

19 77 
17 25 
24 07 

23 20 

20 55 
37 06 
26 13 
20 70 

16 52 

24 74 
31 82 
19 81 

17 72 

28 33 

23 45 
31 98 

39 53 

16 10 
23 92 

19 47 
31 04 
23 48 

20 98 

17 39 

29 13 
31 81 
28 64 
23 93 
26 22 

33 29 

14 41 

49 43 

21 89 
37 20 

20 08 
36 60 
45 82 

30 35 

19 81 

22 77 

15 02 

21 55 
33 18 

20 60 

40 98 

50 59 
17 95 


$19 42 

20 52 
19 99 
27 07 
24 70 

26 13 
19 54 
19 47 
18 92 

18 47 

27 40 
37 79 

21 05 
21 82 

29 33 

24 84 
33 32 

21 39 

30 87 

27 26 

23 09 
37 13 

28 10 

22 49 

17 41 

28 88 

19 93 
39 36 

29 32 
26 04 

33 56 

18 64 
4947 

19 87 
43 87 

20 75 
39 45 
52 10 

33 19 

21 60 

24 28 
17 39 

22 46 

34 64 
19 12 

39 32 
15 40 

23 94 


$17 23 
20 06 

19 56 

28 50 

22 58 

23 70 

20 94 
26 25 
18 69 

17 80 

30 20 

37 48 

22 09 

21 75 

31 29 

24 62 
33 72 

23 56 
30 94 

29 59 

24 61 

35 85 

24 28 
20 10 

18 85 

17 46 

19 32 

36 81 

"24*94* 

35 45 

19 88 
48 17 

18 90 
23 93 

22 80 

38 08 
26 97 
33 99 

23 69 

25 03 
16 34 

20 19 
35 81 
22 03 

41 07 
28 35 
25 96 


$17 21 


Albion 


23 09 


Allegan 


20 29 


Ahna 


29 50 


AlpMB 


25 00 


Ann Arbor . 


16 31 


An Ores 


31 00 


Aqfltbfo 


35 65 


Bad Axe 


23 19 


Batth Owk - . - 


20 79 


Bay City 


81 29 


Boavtrton 


42 99 


Balding 


23 68 
23 61 




33 87 


Big Rapid* 


27 54 


Boyna &Uy 


88 97 




35 33 


CadillM 


32 08 




31 39 




23 50 


Cheboygan 


40 10 




25 88 


Coldwater 


22 84 




21 78 




22 03 


GroawaU 


20 16 




87 77 


Detroit 


17 17 




21 89 




34 09 


ffnrt Laaang 


25 09 




49 13 


Eaton Rapids 


22 62 




$1 63 


Flint 


25 78 




37 02 




34 82 


Gladwin 


36 45 




24 40 




26 67 


Grand Raploa 


18 20 




24 66 


Hancock 


35 86 




28 89 


Harriaon ..,..,.,- 


34 96 


Harriffrin*. 


28 95 




28 28 


tffighland rVV 






23 88 
23 72 


26 49 
24 97 


16 90 
19 76 


20 34 

16 09 

21 04 
19 36 
21 58 

38 20 

16 69 

18 41 

19 98 
18 10 
21 59 

29 86 
34 73 

29 64 

30 76 
40 86 


21 40 

17 31 

22 76 
19 35 
22 06 
39 44 

16 92 

17 76 
19 89 
17 85 
22 93 

32 72 
31 25 
42 84 
29 87 
50 24 


23 00 




19 86 


•Howell 


27 96 




21 29 
27 13 

25 91 

10 43 
17 65 

26 58 

14 17 

15 19 

30 21 
33 59 
24 46 
36 15 
57 85 


25 98 
32 96 
31 98 

12 86 

16 95 

17 34 

17 69 

18 55 

27 18 
39 60 
29 25 
38 17 
36 89 


18 99 

19 75 
32 18 

12 55 
16 64 
19 47 

16 28 

17 38 

25 75 

26 41 
28 76 

32 04 

33 80 


19 48 


Ionia. ...,,-. 


26 80 




22 22 


Ironwood 


19 44 


Iihpeming ....... T , 


19 80 




21 60 


Kalamasoo 


19 28 




24 96 




38 37 


Liidington . 


34 08 




27 45 


Manafam 


37 68 




29 07 







•Now, 1915. t New, 1918. 
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Average rate of taxation in cities — Concluded. 



Cities 



1912 



1013 



1014 



1015 



1016 



1017 



Marine City. 
Marquette... 
MarahaO 



MeBain. 



Monroe. 

Mtr 

Mk Pleasant. 



+Muniainff 

Mnakegon 

Muskegon Heights. 

Necaunee 

iraeTTT. 



North Muskegon. 
Norway 



Onaway.. 
tOtaofo.. 

Owoeao. 



$25 77 
17 70 

20 20 
16 54 
62 11 

35 23 

21 84 
.27 05 

21 73 
28 20 



127 66 

21 31 

22 58 
21 53 
64 86 

38 44 
21 80 
31 72 

23 52 
31 22 



$26 21 
17 10 

23 47 
17 77 

25 40 

35 64 

26 30 
28 65 
17 73 

24 40 



32 42 
30 73 
13 20 
36 74 

43 71 
27 67 
35 27 
30 10 



33 30 
33 61 
13 61 
21 73 

42 36 
31 82 
41 34 
41 52 



31 12 

20 58 
14 32 

21 00 

26 27 
31 87 
40 07 
26 00 



128 86 
10 27 
24 37 
21 00 
27 00 

38 32 
26 88 
15 87 
10 50 
23 80 

57 23 
18 11 
10 42 
17 03 



23 87 
31 67 
35 61 
84 21 



$22 67 
10 47 

22 66 

25 73 
3165 

26 75 
20 03 

16 01 
13 08 

23 40 

61 55 

22 00 

25 36 

17 25 

23 34 

26 70 

32 20 

33 77 
38 66 



120 10 
20 04 

24 80 
27 56 

40 74 

20 81 
34 82 

21 00 
16 28 

26 23 

51 01 

25 53 

27 46 
13 10 
27 83 

27 05 

41 03 
40 23 
30 54 



Pontiao 

Port Huron. 
RoseCHy... 



Sandusky 

SauHSte. Marie.. 

Scottrffle 

8outh Haven 



Stanton. . . . 
St. Clair... 
Stlgnaoe. 
8k Johns.. 



St Joseph... 

DHirgia 

TawaaCSty.. 



Tares Rivers., 
Traverse City.. 
WestBranefa.. 
Whittemore. . . 



Wyandotte. 

Yale 

Ypsilanti... 



20 44 
31 60 
10 05 

21 76 
35 38 

31 45 

55 03 
26 88 
30 75 
35 27 

43 23 
38 00 
21 70 
54 00 
28 86 

20 15 

37 36 
20 40 

56 05 

34 55 
20 12 
30 90 

38 60 

24 44 
30 84 
10 11 
24 10 



33 13 

34 37 
10 60 

24 04 

40 01 

23 08 

41 34 

32 43 
46 23 
38 11 

42 66 
40 20 
26 27 
62 87 

33 00 

16 30 
37 68 
30 53 
30 83 

34 30 

23 23 
44 20 
15 12 

22 67 
34 60 

25 80 

24 00 



10 71 

34 41 
20 58 

23 61 

35 84 

20 86 

30 00 

32 55 
25 30 
20 16 

42 13 
28 81 

25 60 

33 30 

24 17 

18 48 
10 45 

31 71 

20 76 

33 67 

26 00 

43 26 
14 77 

21 38 
37 21 
10 63 
17 20 



2102 

22 07 
25 38 

23 02 
37 88 

21 57 

22 13 
33 40 
28 63 
22 00 

27 46 

31 23 

22 42 

32 50 

23 05 

20 02 

25 82 
18 00 
35 32 

10 33 

28 13 
43 60 
16 10 

22 08 
27 61 

26 75 
16 70 



10 12 
25 82 

22 86 
17 80 

35 30 

20 08 

23 55 
33 83 

25 47 
22 36 

20 58 
30 08 
15 10 

36 36 
28 00 

20 00 

24 84 
17 70 
32 38 

24 17 

26 07 
30 45 
13 20 



18 30 
27 37 
16 02 



22 84 
26 67 
24 10 

22 61 
35 74 

24 86 
20 38 

23 60 
30 15 

24 84 

35 21 

33 85 
17 04 
46 04 
30 10 

2168 
20 52 
22 50 

34 73 

25 05 

25 83 
44 67 
15 54 

14 77 
22 21 
22 46 
10 35 



♦New, 1015. fNew.lOlft. 
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